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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 8, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ILEANA
ROS-LEHTINEN to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———
THE WAR IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Madam Speaker, for the
past few years, I have been on the floor
from time to time railing on the loss of
life and waste of money in Afghani-
stan. I believe we have too many in
Congress who are not listening to our
men and women in uniform and are ac-
tually not even listening to the tax-
payers who are paying the bill to be in
Afghanistan.

From articles written about paying
for ghost soldiers—that means that

they don’t exist—to the Department of
Defense spending $6 million to buy nine
goats, the stories just go on and on and
on.

There are so many examples of
waste, fraud, and abuse, it is time that
we in Congress realize that it is not in
our best interest to stay there for 16
more years. We have already been
there 16 years. And, you know, you get
to a point that you just wonder. And so
many of our young men and women
who have fought for our country in
Iraq and Afghanistan are special heroes
to all of us, and we know that. This is
about the policy of the Congress, not
the military policy.

Recently, I read an article that the
former President of Afghanistan,
Hamid Karzai, has actually been meet-
ing with the Russians and asking the
Russians to come back to Afghanistan,
and he, Hamid Karzai, will set up meet-
ings with the Taliban. But sometimes
you just wonder who in the world is
watching this absolutely wild crazy
world of Afghanistan.

Then this past week, there was an-
other article, and I will read the title
of the article, Madam Speaker: ‘‘Chi-
nese Troops Appear to Be Operating in
Afghanistan and the Pentagon is Okay
With It.”

Again, I repeat myself: after 16 years
of war in Afghanistan, hasn’t the
American soldier done enough? Hasn’t
the American taxpayer paid enough for
goats and paying ghost soldiers? 200,000
Afghans who don’t even exist are get-
ting paid, so that means that the
money ends up in the hands of the
Taliban or the village leaders.

You know, if the Chinese want to
spend 16 years in Afghanistan, so be it.
Let them have it.

Think about the history of Afghani-
stan, Madam Speaker. Alexander the
Great was the first, and then we had
the Brits that went in. In fact, Winston
Churchill was a young reporter when
they were in Afghanistan and he was

very disillusioned with that world.
Then the Russians went in for 10 years
and then they left, and now we have
been there 16 years. Afghanistan is a
graveyard of empires.

It is time for us to start looking at
the sensibility of what we are doing
there and does it make any sense,
which is a better way of saying it.

I think that at some time, Afghani-
stan being the graveyard of empires,
there is probably a headstone that says
“Russia.” After 16 years, maybe there
will be a headstone that says “USA.”
And who knows? If the Chinese go and
stay 16 years, there might be another
headstone that says ‘“‘China.” At that
time, maybe the ghost soldiers can
take the $6 million goats out to the
graveyard and let them eat the grass or
something.

I don’t know, Madam Speaker. It gets
a little bit crazy. It really does. It is
time for this Congress to debate wheth-
er our policy is to stay in Afghanistan
or to come home from Afghanistan.

I close with this. These two little
girls from my district are Eden and
Stephanie Balduf. Their daddy, Kevin
Balduf, was a sergeant from Camp
Lejeune, which is in my district. He
and Colonel Palmer, from Cherry Point
Marine Air Station, which also is in
my district, were sent to Afghanistan
to train Afghanis to be policemen.

These two little girls are at the fu-
neral of their daddy. Their daddy, Ser-
geant Kevin Balduf, emailed his wife
the day before he was shot and Kkilled,
along with Colonel Palmer, and said: 1
don’t trust them. I don’t trust them. I
don’t trust any of them.

So I say to these two little girls,
your United States Congress needs to
debate whether we need to stay in Af-
ghanistan longer than the 16 years we
have been there, or is it time to say we
have done our job and it is time to
come home.
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DAY WITHOUT A WOMAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. BARRAGAN) for 5 min-
utes. .

Ms. BARRAGAN. Madam Speaker,
today I rise to stand in solidarity on a
Day Without a Woman. You will see
women in red today and men with red
ties in honor of today.

It is 2017 and we still need a Day
Without a Woman to remind this ad-
ministration and Republicans in Con-
gress that women deserve equal pay
and access to affordable health care.

Just yesterday, the assault on women
continued with the GOP’s plan to pay
more for less in healthcare legislation
that will restrict a woman’s right to
comprehensive healthcare coverage.

The Republican bill also defunds
Planned Parenthood. Women with no-
where else to turn will lose access to
essential preventative care and afford-
able contraception.

This is very personal for me. When I
was growing up, we were poor. I had a
sister that got pregnant at 15 and an-
other one that got pregnant at 16. I,
myself, had a condition that required
me to get on a contraceptive to deal
with pain that I had. I had nowhere to
turn. I, myself, had to go to a clinic
that saw me on a sliding scale; other-
wise, I would have had nowhere to go.

The fact that we are facing the
threat of losing this today for women
and preventive care is beyond incom-
prehensible to me and scary.

On this day today, without a woman,
I also think about women, women like
Rosa Parks, the mothers, the daugh-
ters and grandchildren that took part
in the Women’s March on January 21,
women at the forefront of every fight
for equality.

I stand today with women like my
mother, Teresa, an immigrant from
Mexico, who raised a large family and
who took care of my father when he
was sick and continues to support me
today.

I stand today to fight for equal pay
for equal work because women—and
Latinas in particular—are paid only 54
cents for every $1 paid to White men.

I fight in Congress for American fam-
ilies so that they have economic sta-
bility and can make ends meet and set
their kids off to a brighter future. I
will continue to fight with my sisters
in Congress for health care, for immi-
gration, and for human rights. All of
these are women’s rights.

—————

SUPPORTING THE 2017 MONKEY
MADNESS 5K RUN AND WALK

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JONES). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) for 5 minutes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to encourage everyone in south
Florida to come out to Zoo Miami this
Sunday, March 12, for the Families for
Fragile X Monkey Madness 5K Run/
Walk.
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Fragile X syndrome is the most com-
mon cause of inherited intellectual dis-
ability, which results in a wide range
of mental and physical impairments. It
is also the most common known ge-
netic cause of autism.

Through events like the upcoming 5K
run/walk, organizations like the Na-
tional Fragile X Foundation and the
Families for Fragile X are working to
raise awareness and advance
groundbreaking research. These events
also bring together those impacted by
fragile X in our community and pro-
vide them with essential support and
encouragement so that no one family
has to go through this journey alone.

I ask everyone in south Florida to
join Michele and her son Matthew, as
well as hundreds of other patients,
caregivers, and friends whose lives
have been impacted by fragile X, this
Sunday for the Monkey Madness 5K
Run/Walk. You can register at
familiesforfragilex.com.

RECOGNIZING THE FRIENDSHIP CIRCLE OF MIAMI

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to recognize the Friendship
Circle of Miami, a program provided by
the Chabad of Kendall & Pinecrest that
offers much-needed acceptance to chil-
dren and young individuals with spe-
cial needs by providing them with the
skills to become our future leaders.

Since its inception, the Friendship
Circle has provided these vulnerable
members of our society the oppor-
tunity to participate in many pro-
grams like organized sports or visual
and performing arts, all while building
lasting friendships.

The Friendship Circle has grown
from a small organization that started
in Detroit to now having chapters all
across our Nation and, indeed, around
the world. I would like to offer a spe-
cial congratulations to our Miami
chapter, as it recently held its annual
Walk for Friendship, raising awareness
and support for the programs and serv-
ices offered to our youth.

Mr. Speaker, it is organizations like
Friendship Circle that serve as the pil-
lar of equality and celebrate each per-
son’s individual qualities that make
them great. I ask south Florida to join
members of our community like the
Pardo family—Angel, Rosie, and An-
drew—in bringing a smile to the faces
of some very special children in our
community.

CELEBRATING THE 56TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE

PEACE CORPS

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
March 1 marked the 56th anniversary
of the Peace Corps. The Peace Corps’
talented volunteers have accomplished
a lot over the years, serving in over 140
countries across the globe. They have
changed millions of lives, provided im-
measurable technical assistance to
communities in need, and helped create
a better understanding between Ameri-
cans and peoples abroad.

In 2011, I was proud to author a bill
that helped protect Peace Corps volun-
teers. The Senate companion to that
bill became law as the Kate Puzey Act,
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establishing policies that improved
volunteer safety and ensured that they
would have the resources necessary to
contend with emergencies.

Peace Corps volunteers exemplify the
extraordinary compassion and leader-
ship of our great Nation, and their se-
curity is paramount as they carry out
their missions abroad. I congratulate
the Peace Corps on its 56th anniver-
sary, and I wish it even greater success
in the years ahead.

CONGRATULATING JONATHAN AGUIAR AND THE
KNOW MORE CAMPAIGN

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would 1like to recognize Jonathan
Aguiar, a wonderful student at Chris-
topher Columbus High School, whom I
recently met, for his efforts that are
known as KNOW MORE. He started
this organization KNOW MORE, and it
is an organization founded to raise
awareness about sexual assault on high
school campuses in south Florida.

Anyone, regardless of age, can be-
come a victim of sexual assault. Unfor-
tunately, it is a crime that often goes
unreported due to the detrimental
scars felt by some victims. By joining
together to create KNOW MORE, Jona-
than and his friends have undertaken a
noble effort to support victims, protect
others from harm, and prepare high
school students to make informed deci-
sions.

I thank Jonathan and Christopher
Columbus High School for their work
and advocacy to combat this issue that
affects so many in our community and
across the Nation.

———

MARINES UNITED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, 4 years
ago, I stood on this same floor and con-
demned the online bullying of U.S. Ma-
rine Corps servicewomen on a public
Facebook page. Today I stand before
you again, incredulous, angry, and sad,
to say that absolutely nothing has
changed.

This weekend, news broke that the
Department of Defense is investigating
scores of enlisted marines for com-
piling thousands of naked photos of
other marines—servicewomen—often
surreptitiously, and distributing them
through Facebook and Google Drive.
The site in question is called ‘‘Marines
United,” claiming a membership of
over 30,000 people.

The photos are being tightly held due
to the ongoing investigation, but all
indications are they are just as repul-
sive as what we saw 4 years ago.
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The report contains samples of the
comments posted about female ma-
rines, which are too obscene to read on
the House floor. Online commentators
also reportedly called for the rape of
some of the marines portrayed in the
photos, which is terrifying, given many
of the women are identified by name
and base.
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This is not about sex or fun or boys
will be boys. This is about marines de-
liberately trying to degrade, humiliate,
and threaten fellow marines. They en-
couraged stalking, distributed stolen
intimate photos, and reduced their
comrades to a collection of body parts.

Well, I am here to say that women
marines will not be treated like sides
of beef. They are warriors and should
be treated as such.

As one female marine who recently
completed the once male-only infantry
training said: ‘“‘Right now I'm supposed
to be able to trust every male marine.
And with some of the stuff I see them
saying about women, that’s just not
happening.”’

This cultural rot, which has clearly
regressed even further since 2013,
harms our troops and our readiness. It
is abundantly clear that this is not a
few bad marines; rather, it is another
example of a culture of rot. It is a
blight that infects not just the ranks of
the enlisted, but also the officer corps.

Military leadership has utterly failed
in their responsibility to protect their
troops, punish those involved, and up-
hold the professed values of the Corps.
That is why the survivors of this latest
atrocity did not have the confidence to
notify their superiors, for fear of ret-
ribution. It took a marine veteran and
blogger to blow the whistle, and for
that, he has been threatened with
death and his wife has been threatened
with rape.

Back in 2013, then-Commandant Gen-
eral Amos wrote to me saying, ‘“We
share your indignation,” regarding de-
plorable images on social media that
denigrate women in the United States
Marine Corps. They were words—just
words. I fear that military leadership
will say anything to placate Congress
and an outraged public, but then do
nothing.

I recently had the opportunity to
meet with Secretary of Defense James
Mattis. I found him to be engaging,
thoughtful, and committed to our
troops. Secretary Mattis is also a re-
tired marine.

Secretary Mattis, I hope that you are
deeply disturbed by what we are seeing
within the Corps. I hope that you are
listening to servicewomen like the one
whose private photos were posted in
the 2013 Facebook group.

One left the service in 2015, and says
that just knowing her pictures are still
out there has silenced her. She said: “‘I
wanted to be a positive influence on
the community. And this diminished
me. It took away everything.”

Secretary Mattis, this must change
now. I call on you to hold your leader-
ship accountable for these failures; to
establish a culture of dramatic change.
That means heads should roll.

Talk is cheap. Action is what is need-
ed for the integrity of the military.
Survivors must be supported. That will
only happen if those bad marines are
drummed out of the Corps, with no ex-
ceptions.
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JCC THREATS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. R0OSs-
LEHTINEN). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MAST) for
5 minutes.

Mr. MAST. Madam Speaker, I rise
today because there have now recently
been at least 100 threats made against
more than 75 Jewish community cen-
ters across the country. These threats
and the recent vandalism of Jewish
cemeteries are despicable. I can prob-
ably find much more harsh language to
use, but we probably shouldn’t use it
here on the House floor.

Community centers of all faiths
should be places where people can find
peace and not feel targeted for their be-
liefs. As a nation, we have to dem-
onstrate that we will do everything
within our power to prevent future
threats and stop potential attacks.

One of my first acts as a new Member
of Congress was to join the bipartisan
task force to combat anti-Semitism. I
am sad that we even have to do this.
Our group works across the aisle to
combat global anti-Semitism. I have
also cosponsored the Combating Euro-
pean Anti-Semitism Act, which in-
structs the Secretary of State to track
anti-Semitism in Europe.

But it is clear from these attacks,
Madam Speaker, that we must also do
far more here at home to combat anti-
Semitism. In the coming days, I will be
working with my colleagues, both Re-
publicans and Democrats, to determine
the additional steps that we can take
to combat anti-Semitism in the United
States and keep our communities safe.

I make this encouragement. I encour-
age all of my colleagues to ask them-
selves one question: What if it were
their child’s elementary school? What
if it were their child’s daycare? What if
it were their child’s afterschool pro-
gram that had the threat of a bomb,
just like the one that took my own
legs?

———

RESIST APPEAL PROPOSAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. BROWN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to speak out
against the proposal offered by the Re-
publican majority to replace the Af-
fordable Care Act.

After nearly 7 years of repeal votes,
House Republicans finally released
their healthcare proposal on Monday.
Simply stated, this proposal is bad for
seniors, it is bad for the poor, and it is
bad for the sick. It costs more and of-
fers less. It raises cost on middle class
Americans while giving huge tax
breaks to the wealthy and to special
interests.

Madam Speaker, more than 12,000 of
my constituents receive financial as-
sistance to buy health insurance on the
exchange in the commercial market.
Almost all of them will get less help
under the Republican proposal.

H1599

Why is that?

Because the proposed tax credits will
vary by age and income, which means
premiums will be unaffordable for the
low- to moderate-income families and
seniors. As premiums go up with
healthcare costs over time, these tax
credits don’t rise, making insurance
less affordable year after year.

Regarding the individual mandate,
while removing it may be politically
popular, experts who have studied this
expect premiums to increase 25 percent
when the individual mandate is elimi-
nated. When the employer mandate is
eliminated under the GOP proposal,
fewer employers will offer insurance to
their employees.

Furthermore, Madam Speaker, I am
opposed to the GOP proposal because it
will significantly raise healthcare
costs on individuals in their fifties and
sixties.

And why is that?

Because the plan will allow insurers
to charge them five times more than
younger policyholders. In fact, if you
are 60 years or older and making an av-
erage income, under the GOP proposal
your insurance bill will go up by $3,200
each year while you lose $6,000 in tax
credits and subsidies.

Madam Speaker, nearly 30,000 men,
women, and children in my district are
currently covered by the Medicaid ex-
pansion provisions of the Affordable
Care Act. Each of them now stands to
lose coverage if the Republican Con-
gress eliminates Maryland’s Medicaid
expansion. Even our Republican Gov-
ernor understands that much.

The GOP plan to so-called modernize
Medicaid essentially turns the program
into a block grant program that shifts
the costs to States. States simply can-
not afford that. As a result, we will
eventually see massive cuts to this
cost-efficient program.

This plan to turn Medicaid into a
block grant program would hurt the
working poor, children, seniors, and
people with disabilities that rely on
this program. This is wrong and dis-
graceful.

And why do Republicans want to cut
Medicaid, Madam Speaker?

I am not sure, but I do know they are
also proposing huge tax cuts for the
wealthy.

Under Monday’s midnight proposal,
we now see that the 400 wealthiest
households in America will receive an-
nual tax cuts of $7 million. The pro-
posal also includes a tax break for in-
surance companies that pay their CEOs
over half a million dollars a year.

Madam Speaker, the Republicans
kept this proposal under lock and key
for a reason. They scheduled a com-
mittee markup without a single hear-
ing or even a CBO score.

The American people and their Rep-
resentatives deserve to see the num-
bers. That means every Member of this
Congress needs to hear from the Con-
gressional Budget Office: How much
will it cost taxpayers? How will it im-
pact our hospitals and health centers?
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How many people will lose the health
coverage they have right now?

The American public demands and
deserves to know.

Madam Speaker, this is not regular
order and this is not why I came to
Congress. When Democrats introduced
the Affordable Care Act, whether you
supported it or not, we held 79 hearings
over 2 years, heard from 181 witnesses
from both sides of the aisle, and posted
the bill online 30 days before markup.

The Republicans have done none of
these things. That is hypocritical and
shameful. We will resist this dangerous
repeal proposal, Madam Speaker.

——
TRUMP HOTEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) for 5 minutes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to discuss an-
other glaring and scandalous drama in-
volving President Trump’s conflict of
interest that has been lost in the shuf-
fle of the President’s nightly tweets
and the daily Russian revelations. I
would like to talk about the Old Post
Office Building down the street on
Pennsylvania Avenue.

The General Services Administration
solicited proposals for redevelopment
of the Old Post Office Building in 2011,
selected The Trump Organization in
2012, and signed a 60-year lease in 2013
to redevelop the building.

For the first time in U.S. history, a
sitting President now operates and
profits from a private business in a tax-
payer-owned Federal building. The Old
Post Office Building lease agreement
explicitly prohibits any elected official
of the U.S. Government from serving as
a lessee or from profiting under the
lease.

Before the President took office, ca-
reer officials at GSA confirmed that
the prohibition on elected officials ben-
efiting from the lease is a categorical
ban on any elected official, including
the President, being a party to or bene-
fiting from the lease. The prohibition
not allowing elected officials to benefit
from GSA leases exists because of the
outsized influence elected officials, es-
pecially the President, have over the
funding and management of GSA.

President Trump has violated the
very terms of the lease agreement that
his company entered into with the
United States Government for the
Trump International Hotel the very
moment that he took the oath of office
to become President of the United
States of America.

Soon, President Trump will appoint
the administrator who serves at the
pleasure of the President. That same
administrator will be responsible for
administering and managing the lease
where the guy who signs his paycheck
is the guy who benefits from the lease.
That, ladies and gentlemen, is a classic
conflict of interest.

To try to hide this conflict, President
Trump has announced a so-called di-
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vestment plan that has two of his adult
children responsible for negotiating
with the GSA on behalf of daddy. If you
think daddy’s kids won’t make sure
that daddy is happy with the adminis-
trator and if you think that the admin-
istrator won’t make sure that the kids
are happy with him, then you would be
the one who would buy some ocean-
front property in Chicago. Essentially,
the President controls the man exer-
cising judgment on his lease.

The Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee has repeatedly written
to the GSA trying to get more informa-
tion about this glaring problem, but we
have not received a substantial re-
sponse. On March 7, 2017, Ranking
Member PETER DEFAZIO and I wrote to
the GSA Inspector General requesting
that they examine administration and
management of the Old Post Office
Building lease.
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Congress needs an independent inves-
tigation to determine how and when
GSA plans to resolve this breach of the
lease and eliminate this conflict of in-
terest, how GSA is shielding the career
officials working through this conflict,
and whether GSA is receiving fair mar-
ket value for any amendments to the
lease. This lease has already been
amended five times, without any con-
gressional oversight.

There is also the elephant in the
room as to whether this Trump hotel
business is violating the U.S. Constitu-
tion. It is unclear whether payments
by foreign governments to the Trump
International Hotel provide evidence of
a violation of the Emoluments Clause
of the Constitution. There are also se-
rious allegations of whether foreign
diplomats are steering business toward
the Trump International Hotel. Could
it be that Putin has already made ar-
rangements to rent the presidential
penthouse suite in the Trump Hotel for
$10 million a year for the next 4 years?
Or perhaps he has paid $100 million for
an option to lease the Grand Ballroom
at the Trump Hotel over the next 4
years. The American people need and
deserve answers to these very impor-
tant questions.

President Trump and GSA need to
come clean and address these conflict
of interest issues in a transparent fash-
ion that protects the interests of the
American taxpayers.

———
COACH STEVE CHAPMAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. FARENTHOLD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Madam Speaker,
today I am here to congratulate
Calallen High School baseball coach
Steve Chapman on his recent induction
into the Texas High School Baseball
Coaches Hall of Fame.

Coach Chapman was born and raised
in Hallettsville, Texas. After grad-
uating from Hallettsville High School,
he attended Blinn College and the Uni-
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versity of Mary Hardin-Baylor, where
he received a degree in education.
After graduation, he began his coach-
ing career at Victoria Stroman High
School as an assistant coach. In 1983,
he became head baseball coach at
Calallen High School.

In Coach Chapman’s 33 years at
Calallen, his Wildcats have won or
shared 25 district championships and
have been to the Region 4 finals 19
times. The Wildcats have reached the
UIL State tournament on 12 occasions,
played in the State championship game
8 times, and have won 3 State cham-
pionships. Coach Chapman’s overall
record is 967 wins, 204 losses, and 2 ties.

Coach Chapman’s induction into the
Hall of Fame is a testament to his hard
work and the thousands of lives he has
touched while coaching the Wildcats,
including my long-time legislative di-
rector, Blake Adami. I offer my con-
gratulations to Coach Chapman, his
family, and everyone at Calallen.

——
REPLACING THE ACA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HECK) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HECK. Madam Speaker, today I
would like to share a letter I received
from Sherry, who lives back in my
hometown of Olympia, Washington.

Sherry writes to me:

My husband was a veteran. He worked as a
civilian with high security clearance at
White Sands Missile Range and later as a
paramedic and firefighter. When I met him,
I was working as a paramedic, also. We were
crazy in love. But I lost him to cancer in
2009, at the age of 56.

Since the day my husband died, we lost his
income. I had to figure out how to raise our
son, who was then 6. I sold my business on
the Oregon coast, lost my house in Newport,
and moved to Washington to be with my sis-
ter. I found Olympia a year later and have
been here since. I have qualified for food
stamps for the last 8 years. We have de-
pended on the food bank on and off.

When all this happened, that was before
ObamaCare, and the $1,000 monthly premium
for insurance for my family was simply not
sustainable. At first, I was able to keep my
insurance through COBRA. But after that
ran out, we were left to paying for some cut-
rate insurance that provided very little cov-
erage.

When the Affordable Care Act was enacted,
I finally felt relief. I got covered through the
ACA, and that allowed me to direct some of
the money I was paying to insurance toward
food, books, clothing, or tuition. My son is
now 13, and 6 foot 1, with a size 14 shoe, so we
go through clothes and shoes for him like
crazy.

I still struggle. I still have medical bills
and collections. I still struggle with food and
clothes for both myself and my son. I still go
to the Thurston County Food Bank in down-
town Olympia. But ObamaCare allows me to
follow my health closely and helps me pay
for the medical care my son and I require.

I have a spot on my lung that needs con-
stant monitoring, and ObamaCare has al-
lowed me to go in for those routine MRIs.
Preventative services like mammograms are
also paid for.

Since my husband died, I have been focused
on raising my son and getting a higher edu-
cation degree. I went to massage school, and
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then I earned my degree at The Evergreen
State College. I will graduate with a mas-
ter’s degree in psychology in August. Not
only will I be employable and be able to help
others in the mental health field, I will also
get to start whittling away at paying old
medical bills and my student loans.

Although I will no longer need ObamaCare
since I will have health insurance through
my employer, the ACA has forever changed
the insurance marketplace. The insurers
can’t charge me more for my preexisting
condition like they could before.

If the ACA had been in place when my hus-
band died, I would have been able to keep my
business on the Oregon coast. If the ACA had
been in place when my husband died, I would
have immediately qualified for insurance
under the ACA, and I may have been able to
keep our house. I want you to know, I am
not lazy. I am a determined, self-improving
mom who is raising her son alone. Before the
ACA, I had to decide whether to pay for in-
surance or food. I depend on the ACA.

That is the letter from Sherry.

Madam Speaker, this past Saturday,
I had the opportunity to meet with
more than 300 of my constituents who
support accessible, affordable health
care in our country. I heard from
many, but still a small portion of the
750,000 Washingtonians who gained cov-
erage through the ACA.

The ACA is working for many people
across America, and Congress should
not reverse the progress we have made
under it. That being said, I know there
are parts of the ACA that could be im-
proved upon. We all know that. We can
and should make improvements in
order to make healthcare insurance
more affordable and more accessible to
more people across our Nation. As we
began this Congress, I had hope that we
could have a productive, bipartisan dis-
cussion about the steps we could take
to do just that, but I was saddened and,
frankly, dismayed by the lack of seri-
ous policy efforts from my friends on
the other side of the aisle.

Well, the majority finally released
their proposed replacement for the
ACA, the so-called American Health
Care Act, after weeks of hiding this se-
cret bill behind closed doors. Frankly,
I am not impressed by the bill. This
bill offers no attempts to improve
healthcare coverage or insurance cov-
erage, no attempts to reduce
healthcare costs or the rate of infla-
tion. This bill allows insurance to
charge older people more while, at the
same time, reducing the subsidies for
many of those very same people. The
bill was presented without any indica-
tion of how it will affect our budget or
how many people will be kicked off
their insurance under this plan.

This bill does not address the bar-
riers that prevent working class and
middle class people from accessing and
securing health insurance. In fact, the
bill would likely put health insurance
out of reach for millions of Americans
who are in the working and middle
classes.

Madam Speaker, to earn the label
“American,” a bill had better be excep-
tional. The American Health Care Act
is a lot of things, but exceptional is not
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one of them. People like Sherry are ex-
ceptional. Let’s put Sherry and people
in her circumstances first.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 39
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

—————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

God of the universe, we give You
thanks for giving us another day.

We ask Your blessing upon us this
day. During these days, the American
people can see the difficulties of legis-
lating for this great Nation of ours.
Disagreements between and within par-
ties emerge when important and sweep-
ing laws are being considered.

So also the push and pull of local,
State, and national governmental in-
terests and responsibilities can be seen
to contribute to the enormity of our
way of government. Be it health care
or immigration, the wisdom of our
Founders can perhaps be seen in their
designing a governmental process that
is difficult, resistant to hasty solu-
tions, and demanding of those who en-
gage.

May the American people be patient
with and supportive of this process,
and may the Members of this House,
especially, merit the trust of their con-
stituents, those who voted for them
and those who did not.

And may all that is done this day be
for Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

—————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. WOODALL led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————

AMERICAN HEALTH CARE ACT

(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in gratitude—yes, grati-
tude—for the opportunity that we have
to serve the American people and by
beginning the process of repealing and
replacing ObamaCare.

As Republicans, we understand that
even $1 trillion in new taxes—as the Af-
fordable Care Act dropped on our
friends and families—cannot save a
healthcare system that is based on gov-
ernment interference and overreach.
We as conservatives defend compas-
sion, fairness, and freedom. These val-
ues are mutually inclusive, and I sub-
mit the American Health Care Act is a
case study in their application.

As insurance markets contract and
healthcare options for Americans evap-
orate across the country, Medicaid con-
tinues to give more Federal dollars to-
ward able-bodied Americans than to-
ward the elderly and disabled neighbors
that the program was designed to help.

ObamaCare has ushered in a brave
new world of diminished health care
and skyrocketing costs, and we cannot
let these directives stand. Republicans
are protecting our most vulnerable
neighbors by putting conservative prin-
ciples back in place. Limiting govern-
ment, thoughtful budgets for Federal
programs, free markets, and choices
are the best medicine we have to bring
relief to struggling Americans, and we
are here to deliver.

—————

AMERICAN HEALTH CARE ACT

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the Repub-
licans have introduced their healthcare
plan. The President said it would be
better and more cost effective than the
Affordable Care Act and it would offer
insurance to everybody.

Well, if you believe that, you believe
the President has got a secret plan to
defeat ISIS which he was going to give
us within 30 days, that there were
thousands of Muslims in New Jersey
cheering 9/11, and that President
Obama was born in Kenya. It is not
true.

What the plan they have introduced
is is something that will give the
wealthy unbelievable tax breaks. The
400 wealthiest people in America will
get tax breaks of $7 million apiece; and
the Americans who earn $200,000 a year
or less will get none of those breaks,
but they will pay more for their insur-
ance and get less for it.
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The fact is property taxes will go up
as less and less people are covered by
insurance and they go to emergency
rooms for primary care; and as hos-
pitals give more uncompensated care,
they have to raise your insurance rates
in public hospitals and raise your prop-
erty taxes.

The American Hospital Association
has come out against this. The Amer-
ican Medical Association has come out
against this. Next thing you know, the
people living the lifestyles of the rich
and famous at Mar-a-Lago will come
out against it.

———
PEACE CORPS VOLUNTEERS

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Eliz-
abeth Oddy returned from east Africa
after spending 2% years as a Peace

Corps volunteer. Before returning
home, she was examined by a Peace
Corps physician. She was deemed

healthy and okay to come back to
America.

Two days after coming home, Eliza-
beth went to her doctor for a regular
checkup where she was diagnosed with
a life-threatening illness. She had
stage I thyroid cancer. Her Peace Corps
insurance ended the next day.

Peace Corps volunteers often have se-
vere health problems upon their return
from abroad. Health issues that are a
direct result of serving in the Peace
Corps should be covered by the Peace
Corps.

Volunteers like Elizabeth are the
spirit of humanitarian assistance. It is
our responsibility to ensure they are
properly cared for both at home and
abroad.

My bill, the Sam Farr Peace Corps
Enhancement Act, improves health
care for all current volunteers and re-
turned Peace Corps volunteers that
contract illnesses during their service.
We must continue providing support
for our American angels abroad.

And that is just the way it is.

——
AMERICAN HEALTH CARE ACT

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
deeply troubled and disappointed that
Republicans have chosen to move for-
ward with their plans to dismantle the
Affordable Care Act rather than work-
ing in a bipartisan fashion to improve
this landmark legislation.

Republicans have had 7 years to work
across the aisle to find solutions. In-
stead, they have chosen to ignore the
ACA’s success in pursuit of their sin-
gle-minded focus on gutting the law.
They have voted over 60 times to repeal
the ACA. Could not even one of those
votes have been to try to improve it if
they saw these shortcomings?
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Mr. Speaker, the ACA expanded
healthcare access to over 100,000 Rhode
Islanders and 20 million people nation-
wide who otherwise did not have health
insurance. Unfortunately, the Repub-
lican proposal jeopardizes the com-
prehensive, affordable, quality cov-
erage Americans received under the
ACA.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican plan
will lead to higher costs and less acces-
sible coverage, and it will strain, not
strengthen, our healthcare system.
Their plan disproportionately harms
seniors, people with disabilities, and
those who rely on Medicaid.

I have long said, Mr. Speaker, that
the ACA isn’t perfect, but it is an im-
portant first step toward fulfilling our
Nation’s promise of compassion and op-
portunity because health care is a ne-
cessity. It is something that is a right,
not a privilege. Unfortunately, the Re-
publicans’ American Health Care Act
will break this fundamental promise by
undermining the healthcare coverage
of millions.

———
AMERICAN HEALTH CARE ACT

(Mr. WOODALL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I rarely
come down during the 1-minute time of
the day, and I am glad I came down
this morning for Father Conroy’s pray-
er because there really is a lot of anx-
iety in this country as it relates to
health care. Every family in this coun-
try has health care on their mind.

The gentleman from Rhode Island is
exactly right. We have an opportunity
to work together to fix it because we
all know the ObamaCare system is fail-
ing. That is why we talk about how to
fix it because we know that it is fail-
ing.

President Trump said on Monday
that the Republican alternative is now
open for review and negotiation. He
didn’t say take it or leave it. He didn’t
say pass it before you can read it. He
said open for review and negotiation.

I challenge my colleagues to think
about our opportunity to serve not just
one constituent, but all of our con-
stituents. Think about our opportunity
to come together and put this
healthcare discord behind us for a gen-
eration.

I thank Father Conroy for that ad-
monition this morning. I hope we will
rise to that challenge.

————
EPA PUGET SOUND BUDGET CUTS

(Ms. JAYAPAL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
strongly oppose potential deep cuts to
the Environmental Protection Agency.

According to many recent press re-
ports, the EPA budget to restore our
critical Puget Sound in my home State
of Washington is facing a 93 percent
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cut. What is worse is the EPA, overall,
is potentially facing a 25 percent budg-
et cut, resulting in a loss of 15,000 jobs.

Let us be clear that the EPA is the
entity that ensures clean air, clean
water, and strong human health. Be-
cause of the EPA’s work on account-
ability and oversight of strong environ-
mental regulations, we have seen
progress on pollution mitigation,
shoreline restoration, water treatment,
and education projects that are aimed
at protecting our sound and our envi-
ronment.

This administration’s cuts will be
devastating to our environment. By
signing an executive order to move for-
ward on Keystone and the DAPL pipe-
line, appointing Scott Pruitt to lead
the EPA, and rolling back environ-
mental regulations, we are showing
overt hostility to protecting our envi-
ronment.

We need to be investing in our envi-
ronment and not slashing it, and we
need to make sure that we restore our
environment and preserve it for our fu-
ture generations.

——

NORWICH BOYS BASKETBALL
SECTION 4 CHAMPIONS

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, today I
am honored to rise and recognize and
congratulate the new Section 4, Class B
boys’ basketball champions, the Nor-
wich Purple Tornadoes. The hard work,
dedication, and sportsmanship of these
young men helped lead their team to
claim the Section 4 victory for the sec-
ond year in a row.

In the game against the Waverly
Wolverines, senior forward Chris Jef-
frey scored 17 hard-fought points, tak-
ing Norwich into the second half lead-
ing 18-17. In the final half, Norwich
took the court by storm to claim the
title of Section 4 champion with a final
score of 49-35.

On behalf of the 22nd District, con-
gratulations to Norwich and Coach
Brian Collier on an outstanding win.
We wish you luck in the State quarter-
final on March 11 against the Section 3
champions.

————

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
AND A DAY WITHOUT A WOMAN

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of International Wom-
en’s Day and to join the countless
women across this Nation in partici-
pating today and, yes, dressed in red to
celebrate our achievements of women
across the world in many fields.

I stand with the women today to
highlight the economic injustices
women face: unequal pay, unpaid leave,
gender discrimination, and the list



March 8, 2017

goes on. Oh, yes, to repeal the Afford-
able Care Act.

Women are the primary bread-
winners. Six out of 10 American women
are paid only 80 cents on the dollar,
and for women of color like me, 64
cents.

But today it is so important for us to
say we are faced with the dangerous
and irresponsible repeal of the Afford-
able Care Act, which will once again
make being a female a preexisting con-
dition and take away access to free
preventative services like mammo-
grams and cervical cancer screening.

You should ask yourself: Why are
they doing this markup without hear-
ings? You should ask yourself: Why
should families pay more? Why should
those with disabilities and preexisting
conditions pay more? Why should bil-
lionaires benefit more?

Stand with us women on Inter-
national Women’s Day.

———
0 1215
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY

(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, it is an
honor to join so many of my women
Members of Congress to recognize and
celebrate International Women’s Day.
In my lifetime, women have made so
much progress, but our journey toward
full equality still has so far to go.

More than five decades ago, a half a
century, we began the work to achieve
equality in the workplace when Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy signed the Equal
Pay Act. We took another important
step forward when President Obama
signed his first bill into law, the Lilly
Ledbetter Fair Pay Act. Even with
those laws, women in my congressional
district still only make 72 cents on a
man’s dollar. For women of color, the
wage gap is even worse, 63 cents for Af-
rican-American women and 54 cents for
Latinas.

When you consider that women make
up almost half of the workforce, and
women are either the sole or primary
breadwinner in 40 percent of the homes,
this isn’t just a women’s issue; it is a
family issue. This is why we must pass
the Paycheck Fairness Act to give
every woman additional tools to fight
for equal pay they earn on each and
every payday.

In a country as great as ours, we
must guarantee that our daughters
have the same opportunity to earn a
fair and equal wage.

———
STEPHANIE CHANEY AND THE ACA

(Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, well, here we are, on Inter-
national Women’s Day, 7 years from
when we started the Affordable Care
Act, 60 votes to repeal behind us, and
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yvet only this week we have had the big
reveal of what the plan will be for re-
placement. What are we seeing? We
don’t have any cost information, but
we know we are going to protect
wealthy insurance executives, and we
know that an estimated 15 to 20 million
Americans will have their health insur-
ance ripped away from them.

Let me introduce you to one who is
concerned about her ongoing coverage.
Her name is Stephanie Chaney, and she
is from my district in Framingham,
Massachusetts. She is a recent grad
student at Lesley University, where
she studied to be a clinical counselor
and dance therapist. She was diagnosed
with a rare and extremely painful joint
disease, and because of the ACA, she
got the treatment she needed.

Because she was a student and not
employed, the healthcare law and the
changes we make are going to have a
direct impact on her life. She worries
that if she cannot find another afford-
able plan, she will have to start over
again. Let’s think of her and do the
right thing by Americans with their
health care.

———

DEFENSE SPENDING IS
IMPORTANT

(Ms. ROSEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-
ber of the House Committee on Armed
Services, I rise to voice my full support
for the fiscal year 2017 Defense Appro-
priations bill. This legislation supports
our Armed Forces by helping pay our
troops and provide care for our men
and women in uniform and their fami-
lies, and it gives our military the re-
sources necessary to combat terrorism,
deter our adversaries, and support our
allies.

The Defense Appropriations bill in-
cludes a 2.1 percent pay raise for our
servicemen and -women, which will
help our military families like those
who are currently struggling in Nevada
to make ends meet.

One of the most important invest-
ments proposed is increasing our mili-
tary readiness, which helps strengthen
our national security. The legislation
fully funds troop number increases au-
thorized and provides an additional $6.8
billion in procurement spending. This
is especially important for helping
modernize our Armed Forces by ful-
filling unmet requirements for addi-
tional ships, weapons, and aircraft,
such as the F-35 Joint Strike Fighters
at Nellis Air Force Base and unmanned
aerial vehicles flying counter-ISIL op-
erations missions from Creech Air
Force Base.

Finally, the NDAA helps support pro-
grams that strengthen relations with
our allies. I urge my colleagues to pass
this important legislation.

———

TODAY WE RAISE OUR VOICES

(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
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House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, today is International Women’s
Day, a day without women. I am going
to join millions of women in recog-
nizing the important economic power
of women in the United States and
around the globe.

In a few minutes, I will exit this
Chamber with colleagues to show soli-
darity with our sisters, who are staying
away from normal duties and main-
stream commerce to call attention to
the inequities that women and gender
nonconforming people continue to face.
We are wearing red to signify our love
for our sisterhood and our passionate
energy to pursue measures that will
advance the lives of women and fami-
lies, such as equal pay, paid family
leave, quality affordable child care, ac-
cess to Federal health care, and free-
dom from violence.

In Congress, Democrats will resist ef-
forts to take us back from hard-earned
gains, standing strong against the un-
relenting attempts by Republicans to
repeal the Affordable Care Act, defund
Planned Parenthood, and block access
to full reproductive care. In the words
of the Women’s March, today we raise
our voices to say that women’s rights
are human rights, regardless of a wom-
an’s race, ethnicity, religion, immigra-
tion status, and so forth. When women
succeed, the world succeeds.

OPPOSING REPEAL OF THE ACA

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition of the plan to re-
peal the ACA. A recent analysis of this
plan concludes that 10 million people
would lose their health insurance. That
is mainly due to the fact that the plan
would stop Medicaid expansion and
shorten the Medicare trust fund.

Many people in my district would be
affected by this plan. 68,000 of my con-
stituents are covered by the Medicaid
expansion, 23,000 constituents receive
assistance to afford health insurance
through the exchange. If the ACA is re-
pealed and the new plan implemented,
thousands of my constituents, my
neighbors, and my friends would lose
their coverage.

But don’t just take my word for it or
my constituents’ word for it. Let’s ask
the nonpartisan Congressional Budget
Office to look at the plan carefully and
to give a report as to who and how
many people it will affect. If you are
going to take on something that af-
fects so many Americans, then Amer-
ica deserves to know how our health
care and our lives will be impacted by
your plan.
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INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
STRIKE

(Ms. LEE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of International Wom-
en’s Day, A Day Without a Woman
strike. Today we are here and are
joined by many of our sisters around
the Nation to declare, once and for all,
that women’s rights are human rights.
We are here to stand in solidarity with
women across the country to send a
clear message: We will not rest until
we create a society where all women—
all women—have equal rights under the
law.

We are resisting and letting Presi-
dent Trump and the Republicans know
that we will not go back. We stand
with the millions around the Nation
who have walked out today, and today
we are walking out for them. We are
raising our voices for the millions of
women who can’t because they might
get fired or because they can’t afford to
lose their meager wages.

I encourage all of my Democratic
colleagues to join us, along with Lead-
er PELOSI, the Democratic Women’s
Working Group, Congresswoman KATH-
ERINE CLARK, and so many others, for a
walkout following these 1 minutes and
attend the press conference on the
House steps right outside in solidarity
and in honor of all of the women in the
world who are marching today and
striking today for equal rights.

———

PROTECT THE RIGHTS OF WOMEN

(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM
of New Mexico asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, it is ironic
today that we are celebrating the
international success and celebration
of women when we are also working to
repeal affordable quality health care
for women and families.

I am reminded, in fact, of my own
mother, who fought during a time in
the 1960s and 1970s to ensure that my
sister, who was very sick and disabled,
would have access to a quality public
education and also to affordable health
care. Quite frankly, it was not avail-
able. My mother and father were finan-
cially destitute. Today, as a result of
trying to provide that health care, I
am my mother’s caregiver.

Today, I am reminded of all of the
women primarily—49 million of us—
providing more than $500 billion worth
of long-term care and caregiving sup-
port to our families, that this is a day
to really celebrate that leadership,
that support, and the efforts made by
women. Congress, as a body, should do
much, much more to preserve and pro-
tect those rights of women and their
families all across America.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1301, DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2017

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 174 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 174

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 1301) making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Appropriations; and (2) one
motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. The chair of the Committee on Ap-
propriations may insert in the Congressional
Record not later than Wednesday, March 8,
2017, such material as he may deem explana-
tory of H.R. 1301.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HiLL). The gentlewoman from Wyo-
ming is recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming?

There was no objection.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of House Resolution 174, which
provides a closed rule for consideration
of H.R. 1301, the Department of Defense
Appropriations Act for fiscal 2017. I
would like to thank, in particular,
Chairman FRELINGHUYSEN, Chairman
GRANGER, and Ranking Member VIS-
CLOSKY for their hard and dedicated
work on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, we have no higher obli-
gation as elected representatives of the
people of this great Republic than en-
suring for the security and defense of
our Nation. We are gathered here at a
tremendous time of action and achieve-
ment across an array of crucial policy
areas, regulatory relief for the citizens
and businesses of our Nation, restora-
tion of authority to our States and
local communities, tax reform,
ObamaCare repeal and replacement,
and the list goes on.

President Trump is doing what he
promised during his campaign, and it is
an honor to serve the people of Wyo-
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ming at this historic moment. But, Mr.
Speaker, it is no exaggeration to say
that if we fail to provide the resources
our military needs to defend our Na-
tion, if we fail to do what is necessary
to ensure America’s Armed Forces re-
main superior to all others in the
world, if we fail to provide the support
our men and women in uniform need to
recover from 8 years of devastating
policies, nothing else we are doing in
this body will matter.

Mr. Speaker, the need is urgent. As
we meet today to debate the 2017 De-
fense appropriation, our Nation faces a
more complex and grave threat envi-
ronment than we have faced at any-
time since World War II, and possibly,
Mr. Speaker, more than at anytime in
our history. For 8 years, our adver-
saries’ strength has grown, while our
relative capabilities have stagnated
and, in some instances, declined.
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North Korea continues its ballistic
missile launches as it threatens our al-
lies and interests.

The Iranian nuclear agreement has
bought time for Iran to continue to ad-
vance its nuclear weapons program, as
it reaps the windfall of at least $1 tril-
lion of U.S. taxpayer funds provided to
it by the Obama administration. Iran
continues to threaten U.S. naval ves-
sels in the Strait of Hormugz, support
terrorism across the Middle East, and
test ballistic missiles despite its U.N.
obligations.

China is rapidly building up its mili-
tary, and it is targeting, in particular,
technologies to try to level the playing
field with our capabilities. It continues
to threaten freedom of navigation and
trade in the South China Sea, and to
conduct cyber operations against the
United States.

Russia has invaded Ukraine, threat-
ens Eastern Europe and the Baltics, is
violating INF Treaty obligations, and
openly threatening the use of nuclear
weapons.

Al-Qaida today exists in more coun-
ties than ever before, and ISIS con-
tinues to recruit and hold territory as
it plans and launches attacks against
the West.

Most of the actors I just mentioned
are also responsible for cyber attacks
against the United States.

Against this backdrop, Mr. Speaker,
the U.S. military is vastly under-
resourced. At a recent House Armed
Services Committee hearing, the vice
chief of staff of the Army told members
that of the 58 brigade combat teams,
only three are ready to ‘fight to-
night.”” The vice chief of naval oper-
ations, Admiral William Moran, re-
cently testified that more than half of
all Navy aircraft are grounded due to
maintenance issues and an inability to
acquire the necessary parts. Our nu-
clear force is aging, even as our adver-
saries continue to make advancements
in their own nuclear forces and capa-
bilities. Our Air Force is the oldest,
smallest, and least ready it has ever
been.
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These stories and shortfalls, Mr.
Speaker, exist across nearly every as-
pect of our military. America’s fight-
ing men and women are the greatest
fighting force and the greatest force for
good our world has ever known. They
deserve the resources to do their job.

We have prevailed over great chal-
lenges in the past, from our unlikely
and miraculous founding, through our
Civil War, two world wars, the Cold
War, and the early years of the war on
terror. We must, Mr. Speaker, marshal
our forces to do so again. To prevail,
Congress—this Congress—must do its
job.

That job begins with passing this 2017
Defense Appropriations bill. Then, Mr.
Speaker, we must repeal the Budget
Control Act and end sequestration.
There is a rational and responsible way
for us to undertake defense budgeting.
The process in place today is neither.

The last time our military was able
to assess the threats we face and then
recommend the necessary funding lev-
els to defeat those threats was fiscal
year 2011, over 6 years ago. We must re-
turn to this standard budgeting proc-
ess. In describing the effects of seques-
tration several years ago, our current
Defense Secretary put it this way: ‘“No
foe in the field can wreak such havoc
on our security as mindless sequestra-
tion is achieving today.”” We must end
this practice with all speed.

This should not be a partisan issue,
Mr. Speaker. It has not been in our
past. Since World War II, every Amer-
ican President, Republican and Demo-
crat alike, has understood the impor-
tance of American military superiority
of ensuring a world in which America
and our allies set the rules.

Threatened by the Nazis and the Jap-
anese, Franklin Roosevelt and George
C. Marshall knew America had to be
the ‘“‘arsenal of democracy.” At the be-
ginning of the Cold War, Harry Tru-
man, Dwight Eisenhower, and John F.
Kennedy roused the Nation to defeat
freedom and liberty against com-
munism. John F. Kennedy knew Amer-
ica had to be ‘‘the watchmen on the
walls of freedom.” In the 1980s, Presi-
dent Reagan oversaw the defense build-
up we are still benefiting from today.
He knew that ‘‘war comes not when the
forces of freedom are strong, it is when
they are weak that tyrants are tempt-
ed.” And in the aftermath of 9/11, it
was George Bush and Dick Cheney who
kept us safe, who knew we could not
win this war on defense, who under-
stood we had to have a military strong
and capable enough to deny terrorists
the safe havens from which they plot
and plan and launch attacks against
our fellow citizens.

Mr. Speaker, now it is our turn.
Across the globe, our adversaries chal-
lenge us, from China to North Korea,
to Iran, to Russia; across the Middle
East, in Syria, Iraq, and Afghanistan.
Thirty-four years ago, Ronald Reagan
described our duty at another time,
against another enemy, this way:

It is up to us in our time to choose, and
choose wisely, between the hard but nec-
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essary task of preserving peace and freedom,
and the temptation to ignore our duty and
blindly hope for the best while the enemies
of freedom grow stronger day by day.

Mr. Speaker, we can no longer ignore
our duty while our enemies grow
stronger. We must take the first step
today to begin rebuilding our military.
H.R. 1301 is that first step. It increases
defense spending, provides a full pay
raise for our servicemen and -women,
and begins to address our readiness
shortfalls. This bill provides funds
based on our military’s priorities for
fiscal year 2017 and gets us off the cycle
of continuing resolutions, which are
doing real damage to our readiness and
capacity.

Therefore, I urge support for the rule
to allow for consideration of H.R. 1301,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman from Wyoming
(Ms. CHENEY) for the customary 30 min-
utes.

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my
appreciation to Defense Subcommittee
Chairmen GRANGER and FRELING-
HUYSEN, and Ranking Member VIS-
CLOSKY, for their hard work in bringing
this bill to the House floor today. The
Defense Subcommittee is known for its
ability to work in a bipartisan manner,
and this bill demonstrates that this
tradition continues.

Last year, the House approved its
version of the FY 2017 Defense Appro-
priations bill. It was a deeply flawed
bill filled with funding gimmicks, in-
cluding a funding cliff that cut off
funding for the war budget in order to
boost base defense spending by $18 bil-
lion. The Senate version of the Defense
Appropriations bill did not contain
such gimmicks and was marked up by
the Senate Defense Subcommittee, the
full committee, and reported out of the
Senate Appropriations Committee, but
it never went to the Senate floor for
consideration.

The FY 2017 Defense Appropriations
bill that the House will consider later
today is not, therefore, a conference re-
port. It is being treated as if it were a
conference report, namely by having a
closed rule, but let us be perfectly clear
that this is not a conference report.

Let me also be clear, Mr. Speaker,
that we could have had this type of
final bill come before us last December,
just as we could have brought up all of
the pending FY 2017 appropriations
bills before the House last December
for final action. Instead, Republican
leadership chose to keep nearly the en-
tire Federal Government, including the
Pentagon, operating at FY 2016 levels
without any clarity about what their
annual budgets might be.

So when we hear talk about problems
with military readiness or shortfalls in
defense budgets, I suggest the Repub-
lican leadership hold a mirror up to
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their faces and take some responsi-
bility.

This bill is 5 months late. It could
also have been taken care of 3 months
ago in December, and, in fact, it should
have been taken care of in December.
It is now making its way through an-
other convoluted process today. But we
still have no idea about the fate of the
other pending ten appropriations bills
that the Republican leadership failed
to complete last December.

And I say convoluted, Mr. Speaker,
because when the House votes on H.R.
1301 today, it still needs to go back to
the Senate, and we really have no idea
what they are going to do with it. Are
they going to pass it without any
changes and send it to the President
for signature? Or are they going to use
it as a vehicle to attach the other ten
appropriations bills and send it back to
us as the FY 2017 omnibus that we
should have completed in December?
Perhaps they might consider holding
on to it until the President gets around
to sending Congress his request for the
FY 2017 supplemental so that we fi-
nally know how much Congress is actu-
ally being asked to approve for Pen-
tagon spending in FY 2017?

So hold on to your hats because we
are not done today with the defense
spending bills for fiscal year 2017, one
way or the other.

Mr. Speaker, I know that everyone in
this House wants to make sure that our
men and women in uniform are well
staffed, trained, and equipped to carry
out the missions and duties that we
have asked them to carry out. In these
areas, in particular, there is much to
recommend in this latest version of the
FY 2017 defense bill. The same is true
for the funding included in H.R. 1301 for
suicide prevention, sexual assault, and
medical research.

I would also like to point out that
H.R. 1301 totals $577.9 billion. This in-
cludes $516.1 billion in the base bill and
$61.8 billion in the overseas contin-
gency operations account to fund the
many wars in which we are engaged.
Coupled with the $5.8 billion FY 2017
supplemental Congress approved last
year, total defense spending for FY 2017
currently stands at $583.7 billion; and
that is before we receive still another
FY 2017 supplemental from the Presi-
dent.

Mr. Speaker, that is well over half a
trillion dollars for the Pentagon, more
than the combined total military
spending of the next seven greatest
military powers in the world. So for
those who bemoan how underfunded
the Pentagon is, I would argue it is
more a matter of failing to set prior-
ities and tens, if not hundreds, of bil-
lions of dollars of waste, fraud, and
abuse. Every report on every at-
tempted audit of the Defense Depart-
ment reveals that the Pentagon doesn’t
have a clue about where the money
goes. Billions and billions of dollars
cannot be accounted for. No other
agency in the U.S. Government gets so
much money or is allowed such sloppy
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accounting, yet the White House and
the Congress can’t wait to throw even
more billions at the Pentagon, rather
than demanding accountability and
setting clear spending priorities.

There are also other matters of con-
cern with this bill, Mr. Speaker. H.R.
1301 not only continues, but adds to the
prohibitions regarding the detention
facility at Guantanamo. This is all an
effort to prevent Guantanamo from
shutting down, which hurts America’s
ability to do human rights work
around the world and remains a stain
on our own values and ideals.

This bill continues to spend billions
of dollars on the insane trillion-dollar
effort to modernize and produce new
generations of nuclear weapons when
what we should be doing is continuing
to reduce our nuclear arsenal and enter
hard negotiations with other nations
that have nuclear weapons to eliminate
them altogether.

Finally, H.R. 1301 continues to pro-
vide so-called emergency funding
through the OCO account to continue
wars in Iraq, Syria, Yemen, and else-
where. These wars are hardly unex-
pected or an emergency and should,
therefore, be fully incorporated into
the base budget for the Pentagon. They
are also wars for which Congress has
not debated or approved any authoriza-
tion for the use of military force.

We do not have an AUMF to deploy
our military forces against the Islamic
State, yet we have deployed military
forces in the air, at sea, and on the
ground in Iraq, in Syria, and elsewhere
in the region.

We do not have an AUMF to deploy
our military forces in the civil war in
Yemen, yet we have deployed them to
Yemen where one of our Navy SEALs
was Kkilled in combat and several others
wounded in January.

The Republican leadership continues
to fail at its constitutional responsibil-
ities by not bringing any AUMF before
the House for consideration, despite
promises to do so. So here we are in the
115th Congress, following in the failed
footsteps of the 113th and 114th Con-
gresses, getting ready to vote on tens
of billions of dollars for wars that Con-
gress has failed to authorize.

I am proud of the courage dem-
onstrated every single day by our men
and women in uniform. I wish I could
say the same thing about Congress and
this House.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, while I am glad
that at least one of the pending appro-
priations bills is going to see some ac-
tion today, I wonder about the fate of
the other ten.

When will we see those bills,
Speaker?

In fact, speaking of urgent pending
matters, when will we see a jobs bill?

0 1245

When are we going to see legislation
to repair and modernize America’s in-
frastructure? Will extra funds be in-
cluded in the fiscal year 2017 Transpor-
tation—HUD Appropriations bill, in

Mr.
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the Energy and Water Appropriations
bill, in the Interior Appropriations bill
for similar improvements on Federal
lands?

We have all read about the replace-
ment proposed by the Republican lead-
ership for the Affordable Care Act, and
correct me if I'm wrong, Mr. Speaker,
but I am having trouble remembering
how many hearings were held on that
proposal so that Congress could benefit
from experts in the healthcare field
about whether this replacement bill
will provide health care to even more
Americans at less cost than the ACA.
Oh, that is right, Mr. Speaker. The pro-
posal is being marked up today without
any hearings or expert testimony
whatsoever.

Especially for the new Members of
this body, it is important to remember
that, when the Democrats drafted the
Affordable Care Act, there were dozens
of hearings and 30 days prenotification
before Energy and Commerce held its
markup, a markup that continued over
many days. And then the bill, as re-
ported out of committee, was posted
for over 2 months online before coming
before the full House for debate on
amendments and final passage.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, if a re-
placement bill to the ACA is not able
to make sure that more Americans
have health insurance at a lower cost,
then what is the point other than poli-
tics?

We don’t need to see any bill that
covers fewer people and forces workers,
families, and individuals to pay even
more for their healthcare coverage and
get even less in terms of healthcare
protections. In fact, Mr. Speaker, the
Republican replacement bill is being
marked up in committee without a
score by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice; and without a CBO score, then no
one in this Chamber, in this city, in
this Nation has any idea, has any clue
how much this replacement bill will
cost the taxpayer, let alone who will
benefit and who will suffer under its
provisions.

That is simply a scandal, Mr. Speak-
er, completely unacceptable. It is a
cruel joke on American families, Amer-
ican workers, and the States, local
communities, hospitals, doctors,
nurses, and healthcare providers who
will have to struggle with the con-
sequences of people losing their health
insurance.

Mr. Speaker, let’s see America’s pri-
orities taken care of: a jobs bill, an in-
frastructure bill. Let’s make sure we
don’t weaken healthcare protections
for people in this country, and let’s see
all of the FY 2017 appropriations bills
come before the House in the next few
days so that we can complete the work
that should have been done last Decem-
ber.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from OKla-
homa (Mr. COLE), the vice chairman of
the Rules Committee.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman for yielding,
and, frankly, I want to thank her for
taking on this rule and the role she
plays in this House. She came to Con-
gress with an extraordinary expertise
in national security, probably unsur-
passed by any new Member. So she is
not only a valuable member of the
Rules Committee, she is an important
voice for the security of the United
States of America in a very dangerous
era.

Before I begin, I want to actually
agree with my friend from Massachu-
setts on a couple of very important
points that he made. First, I want to
agree with him that this should have
been done earlier. My friend is exactly
right about this. This could have been
done, in my view, in November and De-
cember. We should have gotten it done
then. We would have avoided a lot of
problems that come with a continuing
resolution.

I am very pleased that we are moving
it now, but earlier would have been
better, no question about it. And that
is true with every other bill, and my
friend made that point as well. We real-
ly should make sure that each of the
appropriations bills are passed. All of
the problems associated with the con-
tinuing resolution are so evident for
our military, are evident, frankly, in
every other department. So I would
hope my leadership continues to do
what they are doing today and that is
move these bills forward.

My friend is also right, in my opin-
ion, about the authorization of the use
of military force. This is something we
have agreed on, even when we disagree
on other things. This is a congressional
responsibility. The President has an-
nounced he is going to announce a new
strategy going forward on ISIS. I would
suggest to my side of the aisle and to
the administration, now would be a
great time to come to the Congress so
we could have this robust debate on de-
ploying and using our military and dis-
charge our constitutional responsibil-
ities.

I am less persuaded by my friend’s
arguments about the spending levels
here. I just point out for the record
this is well below what former Sec-
retary of Defense Gates, when he was
Secretary in the Obama administra-
tion, recommended we should be doing
at this time. Frankly, that is because
the last administration dropped the
ball and simply didn’t listen to its own
experts as to what the appropriate
level of our forces should be.

The underlying legislation here is an
excellent bill. My friends have already
talked about it in detail. I am going to
take a 30,000-foot look at the bill and
remind our listeners and our col-
leagues, there are three important ob-
jectives that this bill achieves:

The first is stopping the erosion in
end strength, something that went on
for years under the last administration
that somehow thought we would be
safer if our military got smaller. That
was a bad assumption.
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The second is to restart the procure-
ment cycle. We have fallen far, far be-
hind what we should be doing in terms
of replacing, upgrading, and improving
the weapons systems and the commu-
nication systems, every system that we
move into war with and that we ask
our men and women to use.

And finally, this actually begins to
address a problem that my friend from
Wyoming discussed in great detail:
readiness. We simply are not ready now
to fight with the effectiveness. Now, I
don’t have any doubt, if we had to de-
ploy massively, that our forces would
do well and they would win, but a lot of
people would die because they hadn’t
had the appropriate training, the ap-
propriate time on task to get ready.

The other great objective that this
bill meets is that we finally match up
spending with the authorization. Last
year, we had an excellent authorization
bill out of the House Armed Services
Committee. Unfortunately, that
doesn’t get you very far if the money
doesn’t match the policies and the rec-
ommendations that they advanced.
This now takes care of that problem.

I also remind our colleagues that
passing this bill is only a first step. As
my friend from Wyoming pointed out,
we are going to need a supplemental
later this year, just for this year. We
are going to need a robust increase in
the fiscal year 2018 authorization and
appropriation, something that the
President has committed to and some-
thing I hope we can advance on a bipar-
tisan basis.

Finally, again, as my friend pointed
out, real military buildups take years,
not months and weeks. We are going to
have to be at this task for several
years to restore and strengthen, frank-
ly, what we allowed to decline, what
the last administration allowed to de-
cline over several years.

So this is an extraordinary first step,
but it is only a first step; and I would
hope my colleagues would join us on a
bipartisan basis, while we have dif-
ferences, but come together and put
the defense of the country in a very
dangerous time ahead of all else that
we do.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
the bill and the underlying legislation,
and I urge the passage of the rule.

Again, I want to thank my friend
from Wyoming. I want to thank my
friend from Massachusetts. We some-
times disagree, but he makes very val-
uable and very important points in
some of the critiques he offers, and I
hope that we heed them well.

With that, again, Mr. Speaker, I urge
the passage of the underlying legisla-
tion and the adoption of the rule.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Oklahoma for his kind words and for
understanding that it is inappropriate
for Congress to continue these wars
without having a vote on an AUMF. 1
hope that that changes, but I appre-
ciate his support, and there is bipar-
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tisan support for having this body ac-
tually do its job. That shouldn’t be a
radical idea, but, unfortunately, now-
adays, doing our job seems to be some-
thing that a lot of people don’t want to
do.

Mr. Speaker, at the very beginning of
the year, the Republican majority
adopted a rule to explicitly exempt the
cost of any bill that repeals or amends
the Affordable Care Act from a require-
ment that it not increase spending by
$56 billion. They effectively adopted a
legislative blindfold to completely ig-
nore the cost of repeal.

Let me show you the poster of the
language, and I am happy to provide
this to my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side. I will even give you my bifo-
cals if you want to read it, because I
think it is important that people un-
derstand what it says. It says:

Point of order: It shall not be in order to
consider any bill that would cause a net in-
crease in direct spending in excess of $5 bil-
lion.

Limitation: This subsection shall not
apply to any bill repealing the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act.

Mr. Speaker, as you can see, with
this act, the majority declared that
they were not going to let the rules of
this House, which are purportedly in
place to ensure fiscal discipline, stand
in the way of repealing the Affordable
Care Act no matter how much it would
cost American families.

But, Mr. Speaker, it gets even worse.
As we stand here today, Republicans
have taken their head-in-the-sand ap-
proach to the Affordable Care Act to a
new low. Right now, both the Energy
and Commerce and Ways and Means
Committees are considering Repub-
lican legislation to repeal healthcare
reform without providing any analysis
from the nonpartisan experts at the
Congressional Budget Office on the
cost of their legislation.

So let me put this another way. Ear-
lier this year, the Republicans said: It
does not matter how much it will cost
to take health care away from millions
of Americans. Now they are saying
they don’t even want to know how
much it will cost or what impact it will
have on American families.

Mr. Speaker, we have over 200 em-
ployees at the Congressional Budget
Office. That office costs nearly $50 mil-
lion a year. We pay them to advise us
precisely at times like this. Repub-
licans have talked about repeal and re-
place for 7 years. Acting like they had
not enough time to weigh the cost of
their actions would be laughable if it
were not so irresponsible.

Now, we Democrats care about
health care and we care about costs
and we demand to know what the im-
pact of this repeal bill will be. Mem-
bers should not be asked to vote on
this legislation until they know the
full weight of their decision.

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule that would require a
CBO cost estimate to be made publicly
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available before any legislation that
amends or repeals the Affordable Care
Act may be considered in the Energy
and Commerce or Ways and Means
Committee or on the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of that amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. KHANNA),
who has been a leader on this issue,
and he will explain this even further.

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Massachusetts for
yielding time.

The issue before us is far more basic
than one’s view on the Affordable Care
Act. I recognize that there is a philo-
sophical difference about the Afford-
able Care Act: on our side of the aisle,
we think it is good legislation; on the
opposite side of the aisle, they have
concerns. But the issue is whether the
American people, whether taxpayers,
ought to know the cost of the repeal
legislation, whether they have the
right to know how much a legislation
introduced in this House costs.

Now, here is the irony: the Speaker
of the House, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, made his en-
tire career demanding that we know
numbers behind legislation. That was
his mantra in his time of service in the
House.

You talk to Doug Elmendorf, who
was the former Congressional Budget
Office Director, and he said that the
one thing he respected about the
Speaker is that he would actually in-
sist on the numbers, that he would
want to know how much we are adding
to a $20 trillion deficit. That is why it
is incomprehensible to me that, in this
Congress, under this Speaker, we would
ever be asked to vote on legislation
without knowing the financial impact
of that legislation.

These are basic issues:

How much is the repeal legislation
going to add to our deficit?

How much is it going to finance tax
cuts for the wealthy?

How many people will it leave out of
insurance or how many people would it
add to insurance?

There just ought to be a transparent
discussion.

Now, it is not just Democrats who
want this transparent discussion; actu-
ally, a Republican, the gentleman from
Ohio, a founder of the Freedom Caucus,
has expressed similar concerns. He has
expressed concerns that this repeal leg-
islation will balloon the deficit and ex-
plode the deficit, and he wants to know
the numbers.

We can have as much respectful dis-
agreement about how to cover people
and whether the Affordable Care Act is
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a good piece of legislation or not, but
what we should not be debating is the
public’s right to transparency. That is
why I urge my colleagues to reject the
previous question so that we can hold
an immediate vote on requiring the
Congressional Budget Office to score
the repeal legislation and provide the
American people with the basic finan-
cial costs of the legislation.

[ 1300

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

What is incomprehensible to me is
that our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle seem so fundamentally con-
fused about what the actual issue be-
fore us today is. The issue before us
today is whether or not this House is
going to undertake its fundamental,
most important, most sacred obliga-
tion under our Constitution and pro-
vide for the defense of this Nation.

Now, they can choose to dedicate
their time to another very important
topic. It is a hugely important topic
and one that we will have many days
to debate and discuss on this floor. Un-
like under the previous leadership,
Speaker PELOSI, our leadership, Speak-
er RYAN, has not told us we have to
pass the bill before we know what is in
it.

Today, the issue before us in this
House is whether or not we are going to
provide for the defense of this Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GAETZ).

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I am so
grateful that our colleagues across the
aisle have become so interested in the
impact of the national debt on the
American people. I only wish that, dur-
ing their time in control of the White
House, we had not doubled the national
debt.

I am similarly grateful that Members
on the other side of the aisle would say
that we should know the impact of leg-
islation before we vote for it because,
after all, it was former Speaker PELOSI
who said: Let’s vote for it so that we
know what is in the Affordable Care
Act.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today because fol-
lowing an 8-year cycle of abandonment,
it is time we do right by our military
members and their families. I rise in
support of the brave warriors stationed
at Eglin Air Force Base, Naval Air Sta-
tion Pensacola, and all across the
globe. The 2.1 percent pay raise we pro-
vide in this appropriation is a modest
downpayment on what is owed to those
who put themselves in harm’s way for
our freedom.

Our current state of military readi-
ness is not acceptable. Half of the
planes in our Navy cannot fly. Pilots
are leaving. Marines are harvesting
parts out of museums. Soldiers
downrange don’t have the unrivaled
equipment they need to match their
unrivaled patriotism.

This $583 billion appropriation is a
first step. It means 74 new F-35 air-
craft. The F-35 is the most capable air-
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craft in the sky. Pilots have greater
survivability in the F-35. This matters
so much to me. In my district, we are
training the next generation of F-35 pi-
lots to fight and win against any
enemy we encounter in the skies.

This legislation also reflects our val-
ues by investing in cancer research and
traumatic brain injury research.

Now, some say we cannot focus on
defense; we should focus on other do-
mestic priorities. I would simply say
our adversaries are not waiting. Our
warfighters and military families are
tired of waiting and so am 1.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I appreciated the gentleman from
Florida’s comments, but I would just
ask him: Why is the Republican leader-
ship 5 months late in bringing a de-
fense appropriations bill to the floor?

We could have done this months ago.
So if there was this urgency, it seems
to escape the Republican leadership.

I want to take issue with the gentle-
woman from Wyoming when she says
that what is important today and what
we are debating today is only this De-
fense Appropriations bill.

As you know, we are currently debat-
ing the rule, and the rule is a tool used
to set the House agenda and to
prioritize consideration of legislation.
For that very reason, this is, in fact,
the appropriate time for us to explain
to the American people what legisla-
tion we would like to prioritize, what
is of grave concern to us, and what
agenda we would like to pursue in this
House.

The fact of the matter is that, as we
are speaking, the House Ways and
Means Committee and the Energy and
Commerce Committee are marking up
TrumpCare, which we know, in all like-
lihood, is going to result in millions of
Americans losing their health insur-
ance. We also are concerned that it is
going to cost the American taxpayer a
boatload of money.

What we are simply saying here
today is that the Congressional Budget
Office, which we fund and we rely on,
ought to be able to give us a cost esti-
mate, ought to tell us how much this is
going to add to our deficit, how much
it is going to cost the American people,
how many people are going to lose
their health care.

Why in the world would you rush a
major piece of legislation through com-
mittee and onto the floor without even
knowing what you are talking about?

I mean, this process constitutes
mindless legislating. This is not doing
your job, and that is all we are request-
ing.

We can argue over whether or not
you like the Affordable Care Act or you
don’t. But whatever you are going to
do, we ought to bring it to the floor
with everybody’s eyes wide open and
knowing what the impacts are going to
be.

Talk about lack of transparency, this
TrumpCare bill was under lock and key
until just a couple of days ago. It was
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the best-kept secret in the world. For 7
years, my friends have been talking
about a replacement bill. No one ever
saw it. But all of a sudden, it is
brought out before the American peo-
ple at a press conference and, again, in
a way that doesn’t answer a lot of ques-
tions. It is being rushed through com-
mittee, and it is going to be rushed
onto the House floor. That is not a
good process.

I will remind my colleagues that
when the Affordable Care Act was con-
sidered here in the House, the House
held 79 bipartisan hearings and mark-
ups on the health insurance reform in
2009 and 2010. You have held no hear-
ings. None. There has been no expert
testimony, no healthcare professionals,
no doctors, no patients, no nurses, no
families, nothing. There have been no
hearings. The bill went right to mark-
up.

House Members spent mnearly 100
hours in hearings, heard from 181 wit-
nesses from both sides of the aisle, con-
sidered 239 amendments, both Demo-
cratic and Republican, accepted 21
amendments. Again, there have been
no hearings.

In markup, the Energy and Com-
merce Committee adopted 24 GOP
amendments. In markup, the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee
adopted six GOP amendments. The
original House bill was posted online
for 30 days before the first committee
began their markup and more than 100
days before the tricommittees formally
introduced their merged bill in the
House.

House Democrats posted their first
House bill online for the promised 72-
hour review. The Senate bill voted on
in the House was online for 3 months,
and the reconciliation bill was online
for 72 hours of review before the final
vote.

House Democrats heard and answered
questions from constituents at more
than 3,000 healthcare townhalls and
public events. Tens of thousands of
emails, calls, and letters were logged in
congressional offices to register public
comment. My friends are busy trying
to avoid public town meetings.

I am just simply saying that we are
raising this issue because we are deeply
concerned about the prospect of mil-
lions of Americans losing health care
and about you adding God knows what
to our deficit. I don’t think it is too
much to come together in a bipartisan
way to say: Let us know what the costs
are going to be, let us know what the
impacts are going to be. And if you
still want to vote for TrumpCare, you
can vote for it, but you ought to know
what you are voting for.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would say that not knowing what
they are talking about is something
with which our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle are quite familiar. Ac-
counts of public input really bear little
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relationship to what actually happened
when ObamaCare itself was drafted in
the dark of night.

Imagine what it must be like if you
are tuning in to this conversation and
this discussion thinking that the U.S.
House of Representatives is taking up
the rule to debate, discuss, and pass
our FY17 Defense Appropriations. In-
stead, what we are hearing is a list of
when bills were posted online—a list—
which, as I said, bears little reality to
what actually happened when
ObamaCare was passed.

Now, those are hugely important
issues. I am incredibly proud of the job
we are doing as Republicans in this
body to help save a collapsing
healthcare system.

Mr. Speaker, I think there is no high-
er duty and obligation we have than to
ensure that our military is second to
none. No matter what kind of a job we
do, as important as that is to repeal
and replace ObamaCare, if we fail to
address this fundamental issue and fail
to provide the resources our military
needs, nothing else we do in this body
matters.

I believe, frankly, that my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle owe our
men and women in uniform, they owe
the policymakers at the Pentagon,
they owe those people who are serving
this Nation the respect of talking
about the resources they need to do
their job and focusing on the true issue
before us today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. LAM-
BORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the rule for H.R. 1301, which
will fund our national defense for fiscal
year 2017. This bill is a vital first step
as we begin to work on rebuilding our
military. The best way to look at de-
fense spending over time is as a per-
centage of U.S. gross domestic product.

Since World War II, we have spent an
average of 5 percent of our GDP on de-
fense during peacetime. Despite a
world that has gotten more dangerous,
the defense drawdown in recent years
cut defense spending from 5 percent of
GDP to 3 percent of GDP. And in a $17
trillion economy, that is real money.

Meanwhile, since Vietnam, we have
spent an average of 21 percent of the
Federal budget on defense. Today, we
spend well below that, about 15 percent
of the overall budget.

Things are so bad today—and I don’t
have time in 2 minutes to go into all
the details—that we are actually at
risk of losing more American lives
than we should in the event of another
war.

The next step is to pass a robust de-
fense supplemental and then to fund
defense for fiscal year 2018 at a min-
imum level of $640 billion. Anything
less will not keep Americans safe and
will not allow us to rebuild our mili-
tary as we desperately must do.

Congress must deal with sequestra-
tion. Trying to fund defense at BCA
levels is like trying to put a size 10 foot
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into a size 7 shoe. It simply doesn’t
work and it is dangerous for our own
security and it is dangerous for the
world.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to say to my colleagues on the
other side: I know you don’t like me
talking about health care. If 1 were
you, I wouldn’t want to talk about
health care either. This is a serious
matter, and it is a matter of security
for millions and millions of Americans
in our country.

Again, maybe somebody over there
can tell me: How much is this new
TrumpCare bill going to cost? How
much is it going to add to the deficit?
How much are the American taxpayers
going to have to pay for it? Does any-
one know how many people will lose
their coverage? Hello?

I guess I would ask the questions:
Why do we have over 200 employees at
the Congressional Budget Office, who
we pay $50 million a year to be able to
give us these estimates, if we are not
going to wutilize them? Why are we
doing this?

It seems to me that before we do
something that could harm millions of
people in this country, before we could
do something that could result in an
increase in our deficit, why don’t we
ask the experts? And we all acknowl-
edge that they are experts and we pay
them lots of money. Why don’t we get
their advice?

This whole process seems backwards.
You ought not to be marking up bills
when you don’t know what their im-
pact is going to be.

Part of our job as Members of Con-
gress, in addition to holding hearings
and listening to experts and listening
to citizens tell us their perspective—
which, again, has been totally ignored
in this process of the repeal of the
healthcare bill—is also to make sure
that when we are voting, we know what
the impact is going to be, we Kknow
whether or not it is going to have a
positive impact or whether it is going
to have a negative impact.

Again, one of the reasons why I want
to defeat the previous question is so
that we can vote in a, hopefully, bipar-
tisan way to get a CBO score so we
know what is what.

I get it. I know my colleagues don’t
want to talk about health care. They
would rather talk about something we
should have done months ago. That is
what we are doing now, we are doing
old work now. This should have been
done 4 or 5 months ago. I am just baf-
fled why you don’t want to do your job.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

We on this side of the aisle are more
than happy to talk about health care.
We are more than happy to talk about
the really crucial work that is under-
way to rescue our healthcare system
from the collapse and the train wreck
of ObamaCare, which my colleague’s
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party put into place in the dark of
night with no reading of the bill.

We are thrilled actually that our bill
is 120 pages and that it is readable and
that it is available online right now. So
when he leaves the floor, Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman from Massachusetts can
go read the bill.

It is also not surprising that our col-
leagues do not want to talk about our
national defense because the record of
the last 8 years, the record of the last
President is unparalleled in American
history. The mess that we are having
to clean up with respect to our
healthcare system is matched perhaps
only—and maybe even exceeded—by
the damage that was done to our mili-
tary and to our national security under
the last administration.

We think, on this side of the aisle,
that it is crucially important that we
do our job when the time is now to de-
bate, discuss, and vote on this bill and
address this topic.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TAYLOR).
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Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak in favor of the 2017 Defense Ap-
propriations bill, a bill providing vital
funding for the United States military
and intelligence communities who con-
tinue to be engaged in responding, en-
gaging, and destroying threats around
the world.

Mr. Speaker, I have the honor and
the great responsibility of representing
the largest concentration of Active-
Duty military and veterans of any con-
gressional district in the Nation. Who
are they? Fathers, mothers, sisters,
brothers, sons, daughters, soccer
coaches, neighbors.

Our district has thousands of the less
than 1 percent of the Nation that has
gone forth over and over to fight for us;
the best among us, fighting the worst
in the world.

In our district, Mr. Speaker, we have
the largest naval base in the world,
NASA, SEAL teams, Marines, Army
soldiers, Air Force Combat Command,
coastguardsmen, Oceana Naval Master
Jet Base, national guardsmen, and
many, many more.

Mr. Speaker, we are moving toward
the smallest Army since World War II,
the smallest Air Force ever, Navy ships
not being properly maintained due to
budget, Marine planes not combat-
ready. This is unacceptable. Our Na-
tion requires a military, but our force
is voluntary. We owe them more.

We must take up this 2017 Defense
Appropriations bill to help maintain a
technological advantage. If we must
send our men and women into harm’s
way, let us always send these
warfighters with an unfair advantage.

This bill provides essential equip-
ment, platforms, and upgrades. We
must give our force and our industrial
base predictability and stability, the
right equipment, the right training,
and the right military superiority.

This bill not only supports the
warfighters, but their families as well



H1610

who, Mr. Speaker, are the very back-
bone of our forces and an integral part
of the tremendous sacrifice that has
taken place for our Nation. This bill
provides important investments in
traumatic brain injury, suicide preven-
tion, sexual assault prevention, and
much more.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida). The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentleman an additional 30 sec-
onds.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this bill
gives a well-deserved pay raise, en-
hances health care, and eases the bur-
den our Nation demands on military
families moving forward. I urge all of
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to vote in support of this bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I surely want to make
sure that we support our warfighters.
My problem with the Defense bill is
that we are spending so much money
on things that I think are question-
able. I would rather spend money on
supporting our troops more than spend-
ing $1 trillion over the next 3 decades
building more nuclear weapons. We
have more nuclear weapons than any
other country in the world, and we
ought to be talking about limiting nu-
clear weapons and eliminating them al-
together.

I want to support our men and
women who we put in harm’s way, but
I want this Congress, I want Members
of this House, to do their job. It doesn’t
take any courage to sit back and have
troops deployed all over the world, in
harm’s way, and we don’t even take the
time to actually debate an authoriza-
tion for the use of military force. We
are too afraid to talk about those
issues.

So when we talk about supporting
our men and women in uniform, people
ought to do a little bit of reflection on
how we have not been doing our job.

Again, I note my friends don’t want
to talk about health care. My colleague
actually said she would like to talk
about health care more. Well, we
should, because the fact of the matter
is, as I said, as we are speaking here,
the Republicans have unveiled this bill
that has been in secret, that nobody
has really had a chance to digest. No
hearings. They want to talk about
health care so much—no hearings, no
expert testimony, no nothing. Right to
markup; trying to rush it to the floor
before we find out the true cost to the
American people about what this
TrumpCare bill is going to be all about;
when they find out how many of them
are going to lose their care; how it is
going to cut Medicare; how senior citi-
zens are going to see an increase in
their healthcare costs; how average
Americans are going to pay more for
health care and get less protections;
how people who are struggling in pov-
erty are going to be out of luck because
they are going to do away with the
Medicaid guarantee to States.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Health care ought to be a funda-
mental right in this country, and they
are taking that right away, and they
are doing it in a fashion so that CBO,
again, 200 employees at the Congres-
sional Budget Office that Congress ap-
propriates $60 million a year to support
so they can do their expert work, they
are doing this in a way so we are not
even asking for their expert advice.
What sense does that make?

This is the rule. This is where we set
our priorities about what our legisla-
tive agenda ought to be; and all T am
simply saying is vote ‘‘no’ on the pre-
vious question so we can vote on an
amendment so we can demand a CBO
score in the healthcare bill.

By the way, that doesn’t slow down
the Defense Appropriations bill. It still
goes forward. Nothing stops. So let’s do
what is right. Let there be a little sun-
shine on this House of Representatives.

There is a pattern that has developed
under the Republican leadership where
everything is closed. This bill that we
are dealing with right now, closed rule.
It is not a conference report, closed
rule.

We have had more closed rules in the
first few months in this Congress than
any Congress, I think, in history, and
that is the pattern. No hearings, no dis-
cussion, just go right to markup. We
don’t want to know how much it is
going to cost. We don’t want to know
how many people are going to be
thrown off of health care. Let’s just
rush something through. That is mind-
less legislating, and it has to stop.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GALLAGHER).

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, over
the last 8 years, the United States has
experienced a sharp rise in the number
of military threats from foreign ag-
gressors. Last month, Russia secretly
deployed two batteries of new nuclear-
capable cruise missiles. North Korea
test-launched four ballistic missiles
just this week, and China continues to
bolster its military presence in the
South China Sea, while going toward a
naval fleet that may surpass 351 ships
by 2020.

Meanwhile, our own Navy is the
smallest it has been in 99 years, satis-
fying only 40 percent of the demand
from regional commanders. Fifty-four
percent of the Air Force’s major weap-
ons systems now qualify for antique ve-
hicle license plates in the State of Vir-
ginia.

The Army, to quote the Vice Chief of

Staff, is ‘‘outraged, outgunned, and
outdated.”

These are the bitter fruits of defense
sequester; defense sequester which

must be pulled out, root and branch.
To quote Secretary Mattis: ‘“‘No foe in
the field can wreak such havoc on our
security that mindless sequestration is
achieving.”

I agree with General Mattis. I agree
that defense sequester is mindless. It is
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also dangerous. So today, while I speak
in support of this rule and this bill, I
applaud the Appropriations Committee
for its critical work, and I urge my col-
leagues to support final passage.

This is just the first step. We will not
have fulfilled our first and foremost
constitutional duty to keep the coun-
try safe until we have completely
eliminated defense sequester and truly
begun the process of restoring peace
through strength.

Einstein’s words are as true today as
they were in 1931, when he said of
America: “The part of passive spec-
tator is unworthy of this country and
is bound in the end to lead to disaster
all around.”

If we do not act now to rebuild and
modernize our military, if we continue
to play the role of passive spectator,
not only will it lead to disaster, at
some point we will no longer be worthy
of global leadership.

So to my colleague, I will say that
this is our job. This is our most basic
job. So let’s do what the American peo-
ple sent us here to do to keep the coun-
try safe, restore peace through
strength. That is doing our job.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. MCSALLY).

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Wyoming, and I ap-
preciate the hard work of Chairman
FRELINGHUYSEN and Chairman
GRANGER on this very important bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the FY17 Department of Defense Ap-
propriations bill, and I urge voting and
adoption of this bill.

I served 26 years in uniform, and I
can say, firsthand, that continuing res-
olutions are bad for our troops. It is ur-
gent that we pass this bill. One reason
is that we are in a military readiness
crisis like I have not seen in my life-
time.

This bill provides over $215 billion for
readiness, an increase of $5.2 billion
above the FY16 enacted budget. This
increase includes funding for flight
time for our pilots, maintenance for
our aircraft, and base operations,
among other things. It also provides
more than $6.8 billion for procurement
of aircraft, ships, and helicopters for
our troops.

The bill fully funds the mighty A-10
Warthog, and it has continued funding
for upgrades for this critical plane, ex-
tending its service life by starting the
re-winging of the remaining 110 air-
craft in the fleet. It also increases
funding to maintain our asymmetric
electronic warfare advantage, devel-
oped and tested at Fort Huachuca, in
my district.

Finally, it provides funding for im-
portant missile programs, from air-to-
air missiles to missile defense.

Our troops are counting on us. Let’s
stop the bickering, and let’s pass this
bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.
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Mr. Speaker, I am going to again
urge my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to vote to defeat the previous
question so we can actually bring an
amendment to the floor to demand
CBO tell us how much the Republican
healthcare bill is going to cost and
what its impact is going to be on the
American people.

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you why 1
am worried. The AARP estimates that
the Republican repeal bill could in-
crease premium costs by $8,400 for a 64-
year-old earning $15,000 a year, and it
could put at risk the health care of
millions of vulnerable Americans.

Now, we have over 200 employees at
the Congressional Budget Office. That
office costs nearly $50 million a year.
We pay them to advise us precisely at
times like this. We ought to rely on
their information. We ought to ask for
their guidance. Before marking up
bills, before rushing bills to the floor
that could adversely impact millions
and millions of Americans that could
break the bank in this country, we
ought to find out what we are talking
about.

We can walk and chew gum at the
same time. You can pass the Defense
bill and you can also pass an amend-
ment that tells us how much this Re-
publican healthcare bill is going to
cost. We ought to do both.

So defeat the previous question so
that we can bring this amendment to
the floor. Let a little sunshine in on
this process. Let the American people
know what is going on here. I think
that is the appropriate way to proceed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

H.R. 1301 is the first step we must
take in rebuilding our military. It is
only a first step. We must also repeal
the Budget Control Act and end seques-
tration if we are going to truly address
our shortfalls. We must return to a ra-
tional budgeting process at the Pen-
tagon, where spending is based upon
defending the defeating threats to this
Nation, not arbitrary and devastating
across-the-board cuts.

Mr. Speaker, nearly 70 years ago,
President Harry Truman addressed this
body about the growing Soviet threat
to Eastern Europe. He said: ‘“There are
times in world history when it is far
wiser to act than to hesitate. There is
some risk in action. There always is.
But there is far more risk in failure to
act.”

President Truman continued: ‘“We
must be prepared to pay the price for
peace or, assuredly, we shall pay the
price for war.”

Today, Mr. Speaker, I urge that we
begin to pay the price for peace. I urge
support for the rule and for the under-
lying bill.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 174 OFFERED BY

MR. MCGOVERN

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing new section:
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SEC. 2. In rule XXI add the following new
clause:

13. (a) It shall not be in order to consider
a bill or joint resolution proposing to repeal
or amend the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act (PL 111-148) and the Health
Care and Education Affordability Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010 (PL 111-152), or part thereof,
in the House, in the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, or in the
Committees on Energy and Commerce and
Ways and Means, unless an easily searchable
electronic estimate and comparison prepared
by the Director of the Congressional Budget
Office is made available on a publicly avail-
able website of the House.

(b) It shall not be in order to consider a
rule or order that waives the application of
paragraph (a).

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as “‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
‘““‘Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.”” (Chapter 21, sec-
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tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on

———
O 1330

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 725, INNOCENT PARTY
PROTECTION ACT

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 175 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 175

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 725) to amend
title 28, United States Code, to prevent
fraudulent joinder. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on the Judiciary. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. All points of order against pro-
visions in the bill are waived. No amendment
to the bill shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
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The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for
1 hour.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of the rule and the under-
lying legislation. Current Federal
court rules allow trial lawyers to en-
gage in picking their preferred venue.
In particular, trial lawyers are able to
file suit against the defendant in one
State while keeping their case in a dif-
ferent State’s court.

When a lawsuit is filed against a de-
fendant in another State, trial lawyers
may also sue a defendant in the State
where they want the trial to occur.
This keeps the case in the lawyers’ pre-
ferred State court.

Many times the target of the lawsuit
is a large, national business. But if the
only defendant in the case is an out-of-
State business, then the case can be
heard in Federal court. Because of this,
the trial lawyer will then also sue an
innocent local individual or a small
business in order to keep the case be-
fore a local court.

Usually, the case against the inno-
cent local defendant is dropped once
the case is safely back in State court,
but it is dropped only after the inno-
cent local defendant has spent time
and money dealing with the lawsuit.

This practice is wrong. This practice
perverts our justice system and causes
needless pain. Trial lawyers should not
have the power to subject innocent
local individuals and small businesses
to costly and time-consuming lawsuits
just to rig the system. This kind of
abuse of litigation is unjust and must
be stopped.

A well-respected Federal appeals
court judge, J. Harvie Wilkinson of the
Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals, has
publicly supported Congress putting an
end to this abuse. He has suggested
that Congress provide judges greater
leeway in making the proper decision
on whether a case should be removed to
Federal court. He has also suggested
that Congress give Federal judges
greater discretion to determine early
on in a case whether a local party has
been fraudulently sued. The Innocent
Party Protection Act provides these
exact changes.
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In 2014 Judge Wilkinson addressed
these proposals and said:

That is exactly the kind of approach to
Federal jurisdiction reform that I like be-
cause it is targeted.

And there is a problem with fraudulent ju-
risdiction law as it exists today, I think, and
that is that you have to establish that the
joinder of a nondiverse local defendant is to-
tally ridiculous and that there is no possi-
bility of ever recovering.

That is very hard to do.

So Judge Wilkinson went on:

So I think making the fraudulent joinder
law a little bit more realistic appeals to me
because it seems to me the kind of inter-
mediate step that addresses some real prob-
lems.

The legislation that this rule makes
in order is the solution to the problem
that Judge Wilkinson identifies. The
underlying legislation would protect
innocent local defendants in two main
ways. First, the Innocent Party Pro-
tection Act allows Federal judges more
leeway when determining whether a de-
fendant has been fraudulently joined to
a lawsuit for the purpose of keeping
the case out of Federal court.

When a judge has a case before his or
her court, the judge will have clear
guidelines for determining whether the
locality of a defendant can be dis-
regarded in establishing whether the
case will proceed in Federal or State
court. However, this in no way in-
fringes on our State court systems.

The judge must conclude that the de-
fendant will not face a liability under
applicable State law. Once that conclu-
sion is reached, the judge then may re-
lease the innocent defendant from the
case. This provision keeps legal claims
in Federal Court that properly belong
there by allowing Federal judges to de-
cide whether a local party is truly a le-
gitimate defendant and not simply en-
snared in a case for the sole purpose of
keeping the case in a trial lawyer-
friendly State court. This is a fair and
efficient solution to the problem.

Secondly, the Innocent Party Protec-
tion Act establishes a uniform ap-
proach for evaluating whether a plain-
tiff has a good-faith intention of seek-
ing judgment against a local defendant.

While the U.S. Supreme Court has
long recognized the right of courts to
consider whether a plaintiff has a good-
faith intention of seeking a judgment
against a local defendant, the applica-
tion of this principle has not been uni-
form.

The Innocent Party Protection Act
simply codifies this longstanding prin-
ciple and permits Federal judges to
limit a lawsuit to the appropriate de-
fendant.

Plaintiffs with legitimate claims
against both a local and out-of-State
defendant will be able to pursue their
case in State court. However, if no le-
gitimate claim exists, the out-of-State
defendant will have the opportunity to
have the case heard in a neutral forum.
By codifying this principle, we effec-
tively protect innocent individuals and
small businesses from bad-faith litiga-
tion.
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Mr. Speaker, the underlying legisla-
tion is a fair solution to one type of
frivolous litigation. I support this ef-
fort, and I thank Chairman GOODLATTE
and the Judiciary Committee for bring-
ing this bill to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Colorado for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes for debate.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to debate a
rule for a piece of legislation that will,
in the final analysis, make it more dif-
ficult for hardworking Americans to
stand up to corporate malfeasance; a
piece of legislation that jettisons a his-
tory of legal precedent in the blink of
an eye because, well, it helps keep the
deep pockets of the ultrawealthy as
deep as possible.

I learned this law in law school in
1959, but it was in existence way before
that time, and now my friends across
the aisle are going to tell us that this
legislation is needed because it will
protect small businesses. This is a
feint, folks. Small businesses—indeed
all of us—have been and continue to be
protected by the century-old jurispru-
dential rule that the Republicans come
here today to upend. In reality, all this
bill will do is make it more difficult for
regular folks across this country to
bring lawsuits against massive cor-
porations.

I shudder to think what would have
happened in the critically important
asbestos case had this particular law
been in effect; and there are many
more.

This bill will make it more expensive
both in time and treasure for our fel-
low Americans to hold corporations re-
sponsible in the courtroom, a need all
the more prevalent today as my friends
across the aisle have been busy gutting
regulations at a dizzying pace.

Let me make it clear, after we finish,
my colleague from Colorado and I are
going to go back to the Rules Com-
mittee to discuss some more judicial
reform. A lot of it is stuff that is going
to harm little people in the courts and
to cause them not to have access to the
court system, as have many of the reg-
ulations that we have already dis-
approved.

Let us be clear, the American people
didn’t vote for dirty water, but that is
what they got with this Republican
majority when it voted to repeal a rule
that barred corporations from dumping
mining debris into our drinking water,
helping powerful mining companies by
hurting all of the rest of the people in
their near curtilage.

The American people didn’t vote to
weaken the Securities and Exchange
Commission, but that is what this ma-
jority did when it passed a bill adding
more hurdles to the SEC rulemaking
process, making it more difficult for
the agency to protect consumers, help-
ing Wall Street while putting our econ-
omy at risk. I will make a prediction
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here. It may not happen right away,
but just like we saw the Great Depres-
sion that we are just coming out of, we
are likely to see that same Kkind of sit-
uation again by virtue of lessening the
rules against violations in securities.

The American people didn’t vote to
drug test Americans on unemployment
insurance—degrading the hardworking
men and women in this country—but
that is what this Republican majority
did without delay.

Mr. Speaker, the list really does go
on and on. In fact, just yesterday, Re-
publicans continued to chant the cor-
porate clarion call with the unveiling
of what I now will call their shameful
replacement of the Affordable Care
Act. Until there is a resolution, I am
going to call it TrumpCare.

My colleagues like to tout how short
the bill is compared to the Affordable
Care Act. Well, the American people
will be surprised to find that, in that
brevity, Republicans managed to repeal
an Affordable Care Act provision that
placed a limit on insurance executives’
compensation. Let me repeat that.
They managed to repeal a provision
that placed a limit on insurance execu-
tives’ compensation. The insurance ex-
ecutives shouldn’t be too surprised by
this, however. Repeatedly, Republicans
have shown they represent corporate
interests over the interests of the
American people.

But my Republican colleagues didn’t
stop there. Their so-called replace-
ment, the Trump bill, also claims to
have done away with the individual
mandate. What they don’t tell you is
that, instead, their plan calls for fun-
neling money to the insurance compa-
nies in the form of a 30 percent sur-
charge if an individual goes without
health insurance.

Let me tell all the older Americans
and 80-year-old people like me to get
ready because they are going to be able
to charge you just exactly what they
want to charge you, and all—mine and
yours—insurance is going to go up if
this particular measure were to become
law.

That is right. Under the Republican
healthcare proposal, if you, the Amer-
ican worker, goes without healthcare
coverage for longer than 2 months—say
you couldn’t after a new plan between
jobs—then Republicans give insurance
companies the right to charge you 30
percent higher premiums. That is ridic-
ulous.

Republicans didn’t get rid of the indi-
vidual mandate. They just turned the
mandate into a windfall for insurance
companies—a windfall that is going to
work out great for insurance execu-
tives now that Republicans also re-
moved the cap on their compensation
tax deductions.

Mr. Speaker, let us not lose sight of
the fact that it took Republicans 7
years of undermining the Affordable
Care Act to finally come up with this
proposal for replacing it.
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Their plan would kick millions of
Americans off their health insurance
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and force millions more to pay higher
premiums. It would take health care
away from the poor, give tax cuts to
the rich, and pull the rug out from
under seniors, families, and children.

In fact, this plan is so bad that Re-
publicans literally hid not only their
horrific proposal, but themselves, from
their constituents. Many of their Mem-
bers are seeing it just in the last 36
hours. They did this by callously
brushing off townhall meeting after
townhall meeting.

Why all the smoke and mirrors re-
garding something as simple as this
measure is in light of the fact that
they ran on replacing it? Why hide it
and why rush it and why go through
this charade that most of us know and
several Senators said yesterday will be
dead on arrival?

Actually, let me ask the American
people. Who do you think the Repub-
lican Party is representing, you or cor-
porate America?

Mr. Speaker, we are not even a full 2
months into the Republican-led gov-
ernment and, in addition to the uncon-
stitutional Muslim bans—and notice I
said ‘‘bans,” because the old one is
nothing but the new one, and the new
one is the old one, minus one, and that
is the country of Irag—we have the Re-
publican denial of clear Russian influ-
ence in our most recent election.

Let me be very clear about this par-
ticular aspect. All of the intelligence
agencies have indicated that there was
Russian interference in this last elec-
tion. I don’t understand why we are not
totally outraged and why there is not
extraordinary emphasis on this kind of
action against our fundamental democ-
racy.

It is ridiculous that we are around
here doing things that we know are not
likely to pass the United States Senate
and that we are disapproving regula-
tions, yet we cannot get an inde-
pendent commission to make a deter-
mination of how this impact occurred.
And we do know that it occurred. I am
outraged, and I would hope more Amer-
icans would be as well.

We have also seen the almost imme-
diate recusal of the Attorney General
due to his inability to be forthright
with our Senate colleagues; wild and
baseless claims emanating from late-
night Twitter storms from 1600 Penn-
sylvania Avenue or Mar-a-Lago; and we
have a Republican Party dedicated to
ensuring that their corporate bene-
factors can rest easy, no matter the
harm they cause to everyday working
Americans.

Are we addressing any of these con-
cerns here today?

I would imagine my colleague, right-
ly, will come back and argue that all
the things that I just talked about are
not this particular rule. Well, this rule
is not even deserving of that kind of
consideration, largely for the reason it
is yet another structured rule dis-
allowing Members of this House to
have an opportunity to have input into
a measure that is getting rid of a cen-
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tury of precedent in our judiciary. No,
what we are doing is debating obscure
civil procedure rules that date back to
the days of President Teddy Roosevelt.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind
the gentleman from Florida that we
are debating the special order of busi-
ness from rules and that all comments
must be relevant to the rule or the un-
derlying bill.

This particular underlying bill has to
do with a rule of civil procedure and
fraudulent joinders. It does not have to
do with the gentleman’s healthcare re-
placement act or his thoughts on the
healthcare replacement act, insurance
executive’s compensation, individual
mandates, tax cuts for the rich, Russia,
Iraq, although I did appreciate the gen-
tleman’s memories from law school the
year that I was born.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
delight for me to join the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. BUCK) on a piece of
legislation that actually has his name
on it, he is responsible for, under-
stands, and is prepared today to fully
debate.

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida, a member of the
Rules Committee, for not only coming
down to offer his argument against the
facts of the case as they reside today
on this important piece of legislation,
but I also want to acknowledge that I
know the frustration.

I know there is a lot of frustration.
There is a lot of frustration from our
colleagues who have lost the House,
the Senate, and the Presidency. They
are in the middle of what might be
called wandering, as they have called
it, in the darkness or in the doldrums
of being deep in the minority.

With that said, there is an agenda
that is being laid out before the Amer-
ican people. It happened, Mr. Speaker,
directly as a result of what we call an
election—an election where all these
issues, or most of them that have been
discussed by the gentleman, were fully
debated not only in a theater near you,
but directly in congressional contests,
in senatorial contests and the debates
for the President of the United States.

The facts of the case are really pret-
ty simple. The Republican Party will
be talking about all the issues that the
gentleman brought up today right be-
fore our eyes. Probably on C-SPAN,
trying to compete against us, is a hear-
ing in the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

The gentleman, GREG WALDEN, the
chairman of the committee, over the
weekend released the text of the chair-
man’s mark, the ‘bill”’ of the Repub-
lican Party of how we are going to look
at health care.

It is true that we have Chairman
DEVIN NUNES of the Intelligence Com-
mittee looking at the issue that was
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brought up of Russia. We have forth-
rightly, over the weekend, said: All
right. We are being asked to look at
this. Just so you know, media, Amer-
ican people, we are going to do that.
We are going to do what you have
asked because we believe it is the right
thing to do: open hearings, open de-
bate, acknowledgement of the issues,
and a certainty that we will go look
into it, and we are going to let you
know what we find. That is really
where we are.

This morning, at 8 a.m. in my office,
I cohosted with the gentleman from
Florida an opportunity for the Amer-
ican Bar Association. We brought in,
from across this country—I didn’t
bring them in; they came into my of-
fice from across the country—a number
of well-established, thoughtful, and ar-
ticulate people. We didn’t ask: Are you
Republican? We didn’t ask: Are you
Democrat? We said: You represent your
organization, and we want to hear from
you.

This is the kind of leadership that I
believe not only myself but also the
gentleman, Mr. HASTINGS, wants to be
associated with. We want to be associ-
ated with listening to the American
people, trying to be thoughtful about
what we do and have equal participa-
tion.

The gentleman knows that at the
Rules Committee yesterday we had a
very thoughtful person representing
the Republican Party. The gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. KING) came up. We had
Mr. BUCK, who was able to come and
talk about this issue today.

In fact, it might be an arcane issue to
the American people, but it consumes a
lot of time, and it has a deliberative ef-
fect on the outcome of important cases
in Federal courts and State courts
across the country. We feel like it is
worthy of an afternoon, an afternoon
at the Rules Committee, to fully vet
the legislation and an afternoon here
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives.

But like any other good majority, we
have a lot of other things going on, and
we are looking at the Affordable Care
Act, how it worked and how we might
thoughtfully replace it. We are looking
at the issues related to Russia. We are
looking at the American Bar Associa-
tion.

Members of Congress are extremely
busy, but, Mr. Speaker, I think, with
great respect, we should give the au-
thor of the bill, Mr. BUCK, his time to
come and thoughtfully explain why we
are doing what we are doing.

I am just a dadgum chairman of the
committee. I just do the things that I
hope are necessary to look at every
single item and being fair—being fair
in the ability that people have to come
and bring their ideas and trying to be
fair in trying to bring them down here.

So I want to thank the gentleman for
acknowledging this body is busy. This
body is engaged in, as we speak, a pub-
lic, open debate about what direction
health care should go.
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What I would like to offer is my eval-
uation of where we are going to be. We
are going to be at a point where we do
not have to scare people about where
we have been or why we are going to a
place.

I am on what is Kknown as
ObamaCare. As a Member of Congress,
I am legally required to be on
ObamaCare for health care. But, Mr.
Speaker, it is twice as expensive as
what I had before; and it is not work-
ing for me, it is not working for my
family, and it is not working for a lot
of people.

So we are trying to look at how we
might carefully, thoughtfully, artfully
work with the American people, so we
put the bill up and let you see it. We
don’t have to pass it to find out what is
in it. We are trying to read the bill and
understand it first.

Mr. Speaker, it is not a pledge. It is
a hope that every single Member of
this body will understand what is in
the bill before they can respectfully,
whether somebody disagrees or agrees
with it, explain the bill for what is cor-
rect.

What is correct about the bill is this:
if you like your own doctor, you can
keep your own doctor. If you like your
own healthcare plan, even if it is
ObamaCare, you can do that, too.

The Republican Party is open about
what we believe. We are trying to be
thoughtful with the American people.

Mr. Speaker, I believe, with the lead-
ership that we have of PAUL RYAN who
has attempted to work through a dif-
ficult issue, the American people will
understand why Republicans not only
won the election, but why Republicans
have better ideas in health care, too.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I have great respect for
the chairman of the Rules Committee
and he knows that.

I just heard him say his insurance
went up under ObamaCare. Mine did,
too. I also want to remind him that, if
this measure as offered yesterday were
to become law, his and my insurance is
going to go up again.

So we weren’t doing all of the things
that you said you were going to do by
bringing the price down. In addition,
we don’t even know what CBO’s score
is with respect to this matter.

You said that you are reading it to
understand it now, yet Members are in
the Energy and Commerce Committee,
as you explained, marking it up, and
they don’t even know what CBO’s score
is. I will get back to that in a few min-
utes about all these people we pay over
there to do that work, and then we are
not utilizing them.

I also want to address my friend from
Colorado and have him understand that
I am not precluded from presenting to
the American public what legislation
we wish to prioritize.

As the gentleman knows, we are cur-
rently debating the rule. This is a tool
used to set the House agenda and to
prioritize consideration of legislation.
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For that very reason, this is, in fact,
the appropriate time for us to explain
to the American people what legisla-
tion we would like to prioritize and
what agenda we would like to pursue in
this House. I won’t reiterate it, in the
interest of time.

I will have a previous question that
will demonstrably show what legisla-
tion we think we should be addressing.
I will do that for as long as I am given
the opportunity to manage rules. I will
come down here and present the posi-
tion of the Democratic Party so that
they understand our priorities and not
necessarily am I hidebound by this
rule.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS).

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, without
continuing the dialogue, I would like
to at least respond to the gentleman
and look right at you, Mr. Speaker,
and tell you, in fact, we are going to
have a CBO score. We are going to have
a CBO score when we have an agreed-
upon bill. This is a process that is
open. The bill is being proposed. The
bill is going to be debated. Then there
are going to be votes.

For them to presume that they know
the score before they know the out-
come is not the way the chairman of
the committee looks at it. Mr. WALDEN
looks at it that he is going to let the
committee vote and come up with a
bill, and there are significant changes
that could happen one way or another.
I think it would be a presumptuous
viewpoint to say here is the bill and
here is the score, take it or leave it. I
know Chairman WALDEN very well, and
GREG WALDEN is trying to operate off
openness and the agreement to look at
the bill. When it is finalized, a score
will become available. I appreciate the
gentleman bringing this issue up.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Colorado for
yielding. I especially thank him for
bringing this legislation before this
Congress.

I rise in support of this rule and the
underlying bill. We are addressing the
topic that we used to call fraudulent
joinder. I like the title of this bill bet-
ter, as pointed out by Ms. SLAUGHTER
last night. We call it the Innocent
Party Protection Act. It is more accu-
rate and it is more descriptive. The
other fraudulent joinder piece tends to
put people to sleep who aren’t oper-
ating in this arena.

I know that the gentleman from Col-
orado (Mr. BUCK) has operated in this
arena. He has significant experience
and frustrating experience watching in-
nocent parties being drug into litiga-
tion just so that an opposing attorney
can utilize that jurisdiction within a
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particular State where they think they
have a friendly venue.

First, Mr. Speaker, I make the point
from the beginning, which we don’t
often enough do here, and that is our
pledge we made some years ago that all
of our legislation would be indexed
back to the Constitution. We don’t al-
ways address that in the debate.

I just turn my pocket Constitution to
Article III, section 1. It says: ‘““The ju-
dicial Power of the United States, shall
be vested in one supreme Court, and in
such inferior Courts as the Congress
may from time to time ordain and es-
tablish.”

We agree with that. I have made this
point that all of the Federal courts are
completely under the jurisdiction of
the United States Congress. If we de-
cided that we wanted to abolish a Fed-
eral district, we could do that. In fact,
it happened 200 years ago, two dis-
tricts. I don’t propose such a thing, but
I am just asserting the power of Con-
gress, which hasn’t been questioned or
challenged, I would point out.

Under section 2, it says: ‘“The judi-
cial Power shall extend to all Cases, in
Law and Equity, arising . . . between
Citizens of different States. . . .”

This is a tool, then, that the fraudu-
lent joinder attorneys use to drag peo-
ple into litigation who may have noth-
ing to do with it whatsoever. It is a
problem. It is a problem, we know, not
just because there are complaints out
there from innocent parties that have
been wrapped up in litigation and re-
quired to defend themselves and hire
attorneys and spend thousands of dol-
lars—tens of thousands—hundreds of
thousands of dollars in order to protect
their economic interests even though
they have zero involvement in the case
and perhaps zero chance of having any
judgment brought against them.

So apparently the judges who make
these decisions look at rule 11 and they
find enough latitude in there that they
allow the defendants to stay on the
case, and I will call them being fraudu-
lently joined to the case. We need to
tighten up these rules. We need to send
a very clear message to the courts so
that they have got some guidelines to
live by because it is their job, of
course, to read the law, take their di-
rections from the United States Con-
gress, and act accordingly. I think just
this debate and the debate we had in
the last Congress help us in that cause.

The next thing I pick up from the
Constitution, the next thing is the bill
itself, and prevention of fraudulent
joinder is under section 2. It sets out
four different categories that would be
cause for the court to release a defend-
ant. And it says the joinder of the de-
fendant is described in this paragraph.
It says it is fraudulent if the court
finds that in one of four different cat-
egories there is actual fraud in the
pleading of jurisdictional facts, which,
with respect to that defendant, if there
is actual fraud, that is pretty much a
no-brainer, should be released from the
case. That is pretty simple. I am glad
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it is now an opportunity to go into
statute.

Second is if it is based on a com-
plaint and the materials submitted
under the paragraph, it is not plausible
to conclude that the applicable State
law would impose liability on that de-
fendant. In other words, if it is implau-
sible for the defendant to have a liabil-
ity, then the court can release that de-
fendant under this act should it be-
come law. That is also, to me, a no-
brainer.

As one who has been a defendant in
lawsuits, I would reflect, Mr. Speaker,
that when I first ran for office, there
were some people who thought that I
should just simply capitulate to what-
ever their legal demands were. Even
though I have only been in the court-
room a couple handful of times
throughout the 40-some years of busi-
ness that we have done as King Con-
struction, I had four of them lined up
against me at the same time. They
thought that I would just have to set-
tle out of court. It is a frustrating
thing to not see a liability but have
that leverage brought against you. I
have experienced that, and that ani-
mates me on this.

The third component is if a State or
Federal law clearly bars all claims in
the complaint against that defendant.
All right, that is also a simple provi-
sion.

But the fourth one is another one
that deserves consideration, and that is
that there be a good faith intention.
Otherwise, if there is no good faith in-
tention to prosecute the action against
that defendant or to seek a joint judg-
ment which would include that defend-
ant, then that defendant can be re-
leased from the case. We need to
streamline our courts, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROTHFUS). The time of the gentleman
has expired.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
would just summarize this case in that
it is not only me, it is not Mr. BUCK
alone, it is not Mr. SESSIONS alone, it is
the American people who are calling
out for this kind of relief. It is not just
the American people—we might con-
sider them to be laypersons in this—
but it is also the courts. The Fourth
Circuit Court of Appeals, Judge Harvie
Wilkinson, as Mr. BUCK quoted, spoke
to this issue. The Supreme Court of the
United States has spoken to this issue
under ‘‘plausible” versus ‘‘specula-
tive.” Professor Martin Redish also has
spoken on this subject matter.

The Third Circuit spoke to the
Briscoe issue. The final piece is the
Fifth Circuit has essentially adopted a
very similar, if not identical, policy.
We need to codify this. This is our
chance to do so. I urge adoption of the
rule and support of the underlying rule.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Iowa for his thoughts.

May I inquire how much time is re-
maining on my side?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 10 minutes
remaining.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I would ad-
vise the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
HASTINGS) that I have no additional
speakers.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I am going to offer an
amendment to the rule which would
modify the rules of the House to re-
quire a cost estimate from the Congres-
sional Budget Office before any legisla-
tion that would amend or repeal the
Affordable Care Act may be considered
in committee or on the House floor.

The Committee on Ways and Means
and the Committee on Energy and
Commerce are marking up repeal legis-
lation today. Legislation this signifi-
cant should not advance through the
committee process, let alone the
House, without first hearing from our
nonpartisan budget experts at the Con-
gressional Budget Office on what the
cost and overall impact will be.

Mr. Speaker, we have over 200 em-
ployees at the Congressional Budget
Office. We pay them collectively—and
administrative duties—nearly $50 mil-
lion a year to advise us at times ex-
actly like this.

House rules already require the Con-
gressional Budget Office cost estimates
to be included in committee reports.
We are simply trying to improve and
strengthen this principle of trans-
parency in order to ensure that we
know the cost of this repeal legislation
before we vote, and that includes the
members in the Committee on Energy
and Commerce today who are marking
this up so as how they would know the
cost before they vote in committee
today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD along with extra-
neous material immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, it is
not too late for my friends across the
aisle to tether themselves to the ideals
that have made this country great for
generations; ideals that, if we are to be
saved from the rushing current we
presently find ourselves being dragged
down by, will be, as they always have
been, those ideals which save us from
ourselves.

We are a nation built upon the
strength of immigrants, of teachers, of
doctors, of mill workers, garbagemen
and -women, small-business owners,
and farmers. We are a nation of dream-
ers and innovators, respectful of our in-
dividuality and mindful of our unparal-
leled power once unified in common
cause.

At some point, my Republican
friends will, I hope, realize that their
unabashed and wholesale championing
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of corporate interests at the expense of
hardworking Americans is a losing
cause. For the sake of our environ-
ment, our children, our grandchildren,
and our unborn children, I hope this
day is earlier rather than later.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘“‘no’ vote on
the rule and the underlying measure,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, the rule before the
House today is simple. It provides for
the consideration of the Innocent
Party Protection Act.

Mr. Speaker, we often speak of the
Federal regulations or taxes inhibiting
job growth in our country, but there
are other headwinds that our Nation’s
job creators face as well. One of those
headwinds is frivolous litigation.

I believe strongly that anyone and
everyone should have access to justice.
Everyone who is injured deserves to
have their day in court, and they
should have the opportunity to make
their case. However, sometimes trial
lawyers take advantage of our justice
system and seek to gain an unfair ad-
vantage against a defendant. Trial law-
yers may try to go court shopping in
order to rig the case against the de-
fendant.

One way they may seek to secure
their preferred venue is to sue a per-
fectly innocent individual or a small
business who happens to reside in the
jurisdiction within which the trial law-
yer desires to pursue the case. After
some time, the innocent party is often
released from the litigation, but not
before incurring legal costs as well as
emotional and opportunity costs. Each
time an innocent small-business man
or woman has to divert their attention
from growing their business and divert
resources away from investing in their
employees and creating jobs and divert
energy away from expanding their in-
volvement in our communities, and in-
stead they are forced to direct their at-
tention toward defending themselves
from a frivolous legal claim, each time
this happens is a missed opportunity
for creating jobs and for realizing eco-
nomic growth.

The Innocent Party Protection Act
defends our small-business men and
women from bad faith lawsuits. It pro-
vides relief from trial lawyers who seek
out friendly courts in order to pursue
their cases. It balances the needs of
justice with proper restraints on decid-
edly unjust actions. The Innocent
Party Protection Act is a good and eq-
uitable solution. I ask my colleagues in
the House to support our local busi-
nesses and defend them against frivo-
lous lawsuits. Vote ‘‘yes’ on the reso-
lution. Vote ‘‘yes” on the underlying
bill. Rein in this abuse of our justice
system. I thank Chairman GOODLATTE
and Chairman Sessions for bringing
this bill before us.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS is as follows:
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AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 175 OFFERED BY
MR. HASTINGS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. 2. In rule XXI add the following new
clause:

13. (a) It shall not be in order to consider
a bill or joint resolution proposing to repeal
or amend the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act (PL 111-148) and the Health
Care and Education Affordability Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010 (PL 111-152), or part thereof,
in the House, in the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, or in the
Committees on Energy and Commerce and
Ways and Means, unless an easily searchable
electronic estimate and comparison prepared
by the Director of the Congressional Budget
Office is made available on a publicly avail-
able website of the House.

(b) It shall not be in order to consider a
rule or order that waives the application of
paragraph (a).

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. ... When the
motion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“‘Amending Special Rules” states: ‘“‘a refusal
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to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.”’” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question on House Resolution
175 will be followed by 5-minute votes
on adoption of House Resolution 175, if
ordered; ordering the previous question
on House Resolution 174; and adoption
of House Resolution 174, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays
184, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 129]

YEAS—230
Abraham Conaway Grothman
Aderholt Cook Guthrie
Allen Costello (PA) Harper
Amash Cramer Harris
Amodei Crawford Hartzler
Arrington Culberson Hensarling
Babin Curbelo (FL) Herrera Beutler
Bacon Davidson Hice, Jody B.
Banks (IN) Dayvis, Rodney Higgins (LA)
Barletta Denham Hill
Barr Dent Holding
Barton DeSantis Hollingsworth
Bergman DesJarlais Hudson
Biggs Diaz-Balart Huizenga
Bilirakis Donovan Hultgren
Bishop (MI) Duffy Hunter
Bishop (UT) Duncan (SC) Hurd
Black Duncan (TN) Issa
Blackburn Dunn Jenkins (WV)
Blum Emmer Johnson (LA)
Bost Farenthold Johnson (OH)
Brady (TX) Faso Johnson, Sam
Brat Ferguson Joyce (OH)
Bridenstine Fitzpatrick Katko
Brooks (IN) Fleischmann Kelly (MS)
Buchanan Flores Kelly (PA)
Buck Fortenberry King (IA)
Bucshon Foxx King (NY)
Budd Franks (AZ) Kinzinger
Burgess Frelinghuysen Knight
Byrne Gaetz Kustoff (TN)
Calvert Gallagher Labrador
Carter (GA) Garrett LaHood
Carter (TX) Gibbs LaMalfa
Chabot Gohmert Lamborn
Chaffetz Goodlatte Lance
Cheney Gosar Latta
Coffman Gowdy Lewis (MN)
Cole Granger LoBiondo
Collins (GA) Graves (GA) Long
Collins (NY) Graves (LA) Loudermilk
Comer Graves (MO) Love
Comstock Griffith Lucas
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Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker

NAYS—184

Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M

Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
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Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Neal

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan

Polis

Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto

Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey

Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman

NOT VOTING—15

Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Bishop (GA) Gonzalez (TX) Moore
Brooks (AL) Jeffries Palazzo
Cleaver Jenkins (KS) Pittenger
Crist Jordan Titus
Cummings Meeks Welch
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Messrs. O'HALLERAN, MOULTON,

and WALZ changed their vote from
uyea‘w to una‘y.a»

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 129.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 235, noes 185,
not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 130]

AYES—235
Abraham Dent Johnson (OH)
Aderholt DeSantis Johnson, Sam
Amash DesJarlais Jones
Amodei Diaz-Balart Jordan
Arrington Donovan Joyce (OH)
Babin Duffy Katko
Bacon Duncan (SC) Kelly (MS)
Banks (IN) Duncan (TN) Kelly (PA)
Barletta Dunn King (IA)
Barr Emmer King (NY)
Barton Farenthold Kinzinger
Bergman Faso Knight
Biggs Ferguson Kustoff (TN)
Bilirakis Fitzpatrick Labrador
Bishop (MI) Fleischmann LaHood
Bishop (UT) Flores LaMalfa
Black Fortenberry Lamborn
Blackburn Foxx Lance
Blum Franks (AZ) Latta
Bost Frelinghuysen Lewis (MN)
Brady (TX) Gaetz LoBiondo
Brat Gallagher Long
Bridenstine Garrett Loudermilk
Brooks (AL) Gibbs Love
Brooks (IN) Gohmert Lucas
Buchanan Goodlatte Luetkemeyer
Buck Gosar MacArthur
Bucshon Gowdy Marchant
Budd Granger Marino
Burgess Graves (GA) Marshall
Byrne Graves (LA) Massie
Calvert Graves (MO) Mast
Carter (GA) Griffith McCarthy
Carter (TX) Grothman McCaul
Chabot Guthrie MecClintock
Chaffetz Harper McHenry
Cheney Harris McKinley
Coffman Hartzler McMorris
Cole Hensarling Rodgers
Collins (GA) Herrera Beutler McSally
Collins (NY) Hice, Jody B. Meadows
Comer Higgins (LA) Meehan
Comstock Hill Messer
Conaway Holding Mitchell
Cook Hollingsworth Moolenaar
Costello (PA) Hudson Mooney (WV)
Cramer Huizenga Mullin
Crawford Hultgren Murphy (PA)
Culberson Hunter Newhouse
Curbelo (FL) Hurd Noem
Davidson Issa Nunes
Davis, Rodney Jenkins (WV) O’Halleran
Denham Johnson (LA) Olson

Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross

Adams

Aguilar

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge

Allen
Cleaver
Cummings

Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry

NOES—185

Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano

NOT VOTING—9

Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Pelosi
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Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Suozzi
Titus
Welch
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

[0 1444
So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rollcall No. 130.

Stated against:

Mr. SUOZZI. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 130.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1301, DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 174) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1301) mak-
ing appropriations for the Department
of Defense for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2017, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays
189, not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 131]

YEAS—232
Abraham Cole Gohmert
Aderholt Collins (GA) Goodlatte
Allen Collins (NY) Gosar
Amash Comer Gowdy
Amodei Comstock Granger
Arrington Conaway Graves (GA)
Babin Cook Graves (LA)
Bacon Costello (PA) Graves (MO)
Banks (IN) Cramer Griffith
Barletta Crawford Grothman
Barr Culberson Guthrie
Barton Curbelo (FL) Harper
Bergman Davidson Harris
Biggs Davis, Rodney Hartzler
Bilirakis Denham Hensarling
Bishop (MI) Dent Herrera Beutler
Bishop (UT) DeSantis Hice, Jody B.
Black DesJarlais Higgins (LA)
Blackburn Diaz-Balart Hill
Blum Donovan Holding
Bost Duffy Hollingsworth
Brady (TX) Duncan (SC) Hudson
Brat Duncan (TN) Huizenga
Bridenstine Dunn Hultgren
Brooks (AL) Emmer Hunter
Brooks (IN) Farenthold Hurd
Buchanan Faso Issa
Buck Ferguson Jenkins (WV)
Bucshon Fitzpatrick Johnson (LA)
Budd Fleischmann Johnson (OH)
Burgess Flores Johnson, Sam
Byrne Fortenberry Jordan
Calvert Foxx Joyce (OH)
Carter (GA) Franks (AZ) Katko
Carter (TX) Frelinghuysen Kelly (MS)
Chabot Gaetz Kelly (PA)
Chaffetz Gallagher King (IA)
Cheney Garrett King (NY)
Coffman Gibbs Kinzinger

Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster

NAYS—189

Espaillat
Esty
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M

Lujan, Ben Ray

Lynch

Maloney,
Carolyn B.
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Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng

Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan

Polis

Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto

Speier
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Suozzi Tsongas Wasserman
Swalwell (CA) Vargas Schultz
Takano Veasey Waters, Maxine
Thompson (CA) Vela Watson Coleman
Thompson (MS) Velazquez Wilson (FL)
Tonko Visclosky Yarmuth
Torres Walz

NOT VOTING—38
Cleaver Jenkins (KS) Titus
Cummings Reed Welch
Jeffries Roskam
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So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on Roll Call No. 131.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I have a
parliamentary inquiry of the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The gentleman
will state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. HOYER. Can the Chair tell me
whether the CBO has scored the Amer-
ican Health Care Act, which is cur-
rently being marked up in the Ways
and Means Committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not stated a proper par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I regret
that the Speaker will not respond.

———

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker,
that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn
offered by the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-vote
minute vote on the motion to adjourn
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on
adoption of House Resolution 174, if or-
dered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 127, noes 295,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 6, as
follows:

I move

[Roll No. 132]

AYES—127

Adams Castro (TX) DeSaulnier
Barragan Chu, Judy Deutch
Bass Cicilline Dingell
Beatty Clark (MA) Doggett
Beyer Clarke (NY) Doyle, Michael
Bishop (GA) Clay F.
Blunt Rochester  Clyburn Ellison
Boyle, Brendan Cohen Engel

F. Cooper Eshoo
Brady (PA) Correa Espaillat
Brown (MD) Costa Evans
Brownley (CA) Courtney Foster
Bustos Crowley Frankel (FL)
Butterfield Dayvis, Danny Fudge
Carbajal DeFazio Gallego
Cardenas DeGette Garamendi
Carson (IN) Delaney Gonzalez (TX)
Castor (FL) DeLauro Grijalva
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Hanabusa
Hastings
Heck

Higgins (NY)
Himes

Hoyer
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lawrence

Lee

Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lowenthal
Lowey

Lujan, Ben Ray

Abraham
Aderholt
Aguilar
Allen
Amash
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bera
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Capuano
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cartwright
Chabot
Chaffetz
Cheney
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crist
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis (CA)
Davis, Rodney
DelBene
Demings
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan

Matsui
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Nadler
Neal
Norcross
O’Halleran
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Pingree
Pocan
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes

NOES—295

Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer

Esty
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gabbard
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
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Schakowsky

Schiff

Schneider

Scott, David

Serrano

Sewell (AL)

Sires

Slaughter

Soto

Speier

Suozzi

Thompson (MS)

Tonko

Torres

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Larsen (WA)
Latta
Lawson (FL)
Lewis (MN)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)

Ratcliffe Schrader Tipton
Reed Schweikert Trott
Reichert Scott (VA) Tsongas
Renacci Scott, Austin Turner
Rice (NY) Sensenbrenner Upton
Rice (SC) Sessions Valadao
Roby Shea-Porter Visclosky
Roe (TN) Sherman Wagner
Rogers (AL) Shimkus Walberg
Rogers (KY) Shuster Walden
Rohrabacher Simpson Walker
Rokita Sinema W .

. . alorski
Rooney, Francis  Smith (MO) Walters, Mimi
Rooney, Thomas Smith (NE) Walz ’

dJ. Smith (NJ)

Ros-Lehtinen Smith (TX) Weber (TX)
Rosen Smith (WA) Webster (FL)
Roskam Smucker Wenstrup
Ross Stefanik Westerman
Rothfus Stewart Williams
Rouzer Stivers Wilson (SC)
Roybal-Allard Swalwell (CA) Wittman
Royce (CA) Takano Womack
Ruiz Taylor Woodall
Russell Tenney Yoder
Rutherford Thompson (CA)  Yoho
Ryan (OH) Thompson (PA) Young (AK)
Sanford Thornberry Young (IA)
Scalise Tiberi Zeldin

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Cleaver Jeffries Titus
Cummings Jenkins (KS) Welch
0 1509
Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. KILMER,

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, and Ms.
HERRERA BEUTLER changed their

Amodei

NOT VOTING—6

vote from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

Ms. DELAURO and Mr. LARSON of
Connecticut changed their vote from

“no’’ to cca‘ye.u

So the motion to adjourn was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1301, DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of the resolution (H. Res. 174) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 1301) making appropriations for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2017, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 233, noes 185,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 133]

The

This

AYES—233
Abraham Arrington Barletta
Aderholt Babin Barr
Allen Bacon Barton
Amodei Banks (IN) Bergman

Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Cheney
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crist
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Delaney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Emmer
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)

Adams

Aguilar

Amash

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas

Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Himes
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hurd
Issa
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (PA)
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen

NOES—185

Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette

H1619

Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (TA)
Zeldin

DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
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Green, Al Lujan, Ben Ray  Rush
Green, Gene Lynch Ryan (OH)
Grijalva Maloney, Sanchez
Gutiérrez Carolyn B. Sarbanes
Hanabusa Maloney, Sean Schakowsky
Hastings Massig Schiff
g?‘:k, oD ﬁaés‘ﬁ Schneider
iggins cCollum -
Hoyer McEachin EChita (%%1 A)
Huffman McGovern 0 .
Jackson Lee McNerney Scott, David
Jayapal Meeks Serrano
Johnson (GA) Meng Sewell (AL)
Johnson, E. B. Moore Shea-Porter
Jones Murphy (FL) Sherman
Kaptur Nadler Sinema
Keating Napolitano Sires
Kelly (IL) Neal Slaughter
Kennedy Nolan Smith (WA)
Khanna Norcross Soto
Kihuen O’Halleran Speier
Kildee O’Rourke Suozzi
Kilmer Pallone Swalwell (CA)
Kil:ld ) Panetta Takano
Krishnamoorthi  Pascrell Thompson (CA)
Kuster gNH) Payng Thompson (MS)
Langevin Pelosi Tonko
Larsen (WA) Perlmutter Torres
Larson (CT) Peters Tsongas
Lawrence Peterson
Lawson (FL) Pingree Vargas
Lee Pocan Veasey
Levin Polis Vela
Lewis (GA) Price (NC) Velazquez
Lieu, Ted Quigley Visclosky
Lipinski Raskin Walz
Loebsack Rice (NY) Wasserman
Lofgren Richmond Schultz
Lowenthal Rosen Waters, Maxine
Lowey Roybal-Allard Watson Coleman

Lujan Grisham,
M.

Ruiz
Ruppersberger

Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Cleaver Jeffries Smith (NJ)
Cummings Jenkins (KS) Titus
Dunn Moulton Welch
Hunter Sensenbrenner

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn
offered by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 107, noes 277,
not voting 45, as follows:

[Roll No. 134]

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
J 1516

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I have
a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am
wondering whether or not you could in-
form us whether or not a CBO score has
been completed on the Republican re-
peal of the Affordable Care Act because
many of us are worried it will kick up
to 20 million Americans off their
health coverage. It will increase out-of-
pocket expenses for millions of fami-
lies.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not stating a proper par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I will
give the Republicans a little bit more
time to request a CBO score.

——
MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

AYES—107

Adams Engel Napolitano
Beatty Eshoo Neal
Bishop (GA) Espaillat Norcross
Blunt Rochester  Foster O’Halleran
Boyle, Brendan Fudge Pallone

F. Gallego Panetta
Brady (PA) Garamendi Payne
Brownley (CA) Gonzalez (TX) Pingree
Bustos Gutierrez Quigley
Butterfield Hastings Raskin
C@rbajal Himes Richmond
Cardenas Hoyer Ruppersberger
Carson (IN) Jackson Lee Rush
Castor (FL) Jayapal :
Chu, Judy Johnson (GA) :Z?ﬁ;ﬁés
Cicilline Kaptur Schak K
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) camr Y
Clarke (NY) Kennedy S

errano

Clay Khanna Sewell (AL)
Clyburn Kihuen N
Cohen Krishnamoorthi Sires
Conyers Kuster (NH) Slaughter
Cooper Langevin SOt?
Correa Larson (CT) Spelelf
Costa Lawrence Suozzi
Crist Lee Takano
Crowley Lieu, Ted Thompson (MS)
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Tonko
DeGette Lowey Vargas
Delaney Lujan, Ben Ray ~ Veasey
DeLauro McEachin Velazquez
Demings McGovern Wasserman
DeSaulnier McNerney Schultz
Dingell Meeks Waters, Maxine
Doggett Meng Watson Coleman
Doyle, Michael Moore Wilson (FL)

F. Nadler Yarmuth

NOES—277

Abraham Cartwright Flores
Aderholt Chabot Fortenberry
Aguilar Chaffetz Foxx
Allen Cheney Franks (AZ)
Amash Coffman Frelinghuysen
Amodei Cole Gabbard
Arrington Collins (GA) Gaetz
Babin Collins (NY) Garrett
Bacon Comer Gibbs
Banks (IN) Comstock Gohmert
Barletta Conaway Goodlatte
Barr Connolly Gottheimer
Barton Cook Gowdy
Bera Costello (PA) Granger
Bergman Courtney Graves (GA)
Biggs Cramer Graves (LA)
Bilirakis Crawford Graves (MO)
Bishop (MI) Cuellar Green, Al
Bishop (UT) Culberson Green, Gene
Black Curbelo (FL) Griffith
Blackburn Dayvis (CA) Grothman
Blum Dayvis, Rodney Guthrie
Bonamici DeFazio Harper
Bost DelBene Harris
Brady (TX) Denham Hartzler
Brat DeSantis Hensarling
Bridenstine Diaz-Balart Herrera Beutler
Brooks (AL) Donovan Hice, Jody B.
Brooks (IN) Duffy Higgins (LA)
Buchanan Duncan (SC) Hill
Buck Duncan (TN) Holding
Bucshon Ellison Hollingsworth
Budd Emmer Hudson
Burgess Esty Huffman
Byrne Farenthold Huizenga
Calvert Faso Hultgren
Capuano Ferguson Hunter
Carter (GA) Fitzpatrick Hurd
Carter (TX) Fleischmann Issa
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Jenkins (WV) McSally Schrader
Johnson (LA) Meadows Schweikert
Johnson (OH) Meehan Scott (VA)
Johnson, Sam Messer Scott, Austin
Jones Mitchell Sensenbrenner
Jordan Moolenaar Sessions
Joyce (OH) Mooney (WV) Shea-Porter
Katko Moulton Sherman
Keating Mullin Shimkus
Kelly (MS) Murphy (FL) Simpson
Kglly (PA) Murphy (PA) Sinema
K?ldee Newhouse Smith (MO)
K}lmer Noem Smith (NE)
K}nd Nolan Smith (NJ)
K}ng (IA) Nunes Smith (TX)
King (NY) Palazzo Smith (WA)
Kustoff (TN) Palmer S Kk
Labrador Paulsen muc 'er
Stefanik
LaHood Pearce Stewart
LaMalfa Perlmutter Stivers
iamborn Perry Swalwell (CA)
ance Peters Tayl
Larsen (WA) Peterson Tay or
Latta Poe (TX) enney
Lawson (FL) Poliquin Thompson (CA)
Levin Posey Thompson (PA)
Lewis (MN) Price (NC) Thornberry
Lipinski Reed Tiberi
LoBiondo Reichert Tipton
Loebsack Renacci Tsongas
Lofgren Rice (NY) Turner
Long Rice (SC) Upton
Loudermilk Roby Valadao
Love Roe (TN) Visclosky
Lucas Rogers (AL) Wagner
Luetkemeyer Rogers (KY) Walberg
Lujan Grisham,  Rohrabacher Walden
M. Rokita Walker
Lynch Rooney, Francis  Walorski
MacArthur Rooney, Thomas Walters, Mimi
Maloney, i Walz
Carolyn B. Ros-Lehtinen Weber (TX)
Maloney, Sean Rosen Webster (FL)
Marino Roskam Wenstrup
Marshall Rothfus Westerman
Massie Rouzer Williams
Mast Roybal-Allard Wilson (SC)
Matsui Royce (CA) Wittman
McCarthy Ruiz Womack
McCaul Russell Woodall
McClintock Rutherford Yoder
McHenry Ryan (OH) Yoho
McKinley Sanford Young (AK)
McMorris Scalise Young (IA)
Rodgers Schneider Zeldin
NOT VOTING—45
Barragan Gallagher Olson
Bass Gosar Pascrell
Beyer Grijalva Pelosi
Blumenauer Hanabusa Pittenger
Brown (MD) Heck Pocan
Castro (TX) Higgins (NY) Polis
Cleaver Jeffries Ratcliffe
Cummings Jenkins (KS) Ross
Davidson Johnson, E. B. Scott, David
Dent Kinzinger Shuster
DesJarlais Knight Titus
Deutch Lewis (GA) Torres
Dunn Marchant Trott
Evans McCollum Vela
Frankel (FL) O’Rourke Welch

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

Mr.

JENKINS
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of West Virginia

changed his vote from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”
So the motion to adjourn was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. BARRAGAN. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea” on roll call No. 134.

Stated against:

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “nay” on roll call No. 134.


bjneal
Text Box
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March 21, 2017 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H1620
March 8, 2017, on page H1620, the following appeared: Ms. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been present, I

The online version has been corrected to read: Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
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PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY DIRECTING
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL TO
TRANSMIT CERTAIN DOCUMENTS
TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES RELATING TO THE FINAN-
CIAL PRACTICES OF THE PRESI-
DENT

Mr. GOODLATTE, from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, submitted an
adverse privileged report (Rept. No.
115-28) on the resolution (H. Res. 111) of
inquiry directing the Attorney General
to transmit certain documents to the
House of Representatives relating to
the financial practices of the Presi-
dent, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

———

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2017

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 174, I
call up the bill (H.R. 1301) making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2017, and for other purposes,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 174, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1301

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, for
military functions administered by the De-
partment of Defense and for other purposes,
namely:

TITLE I
MILITARY PERSONNEL
MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Army on active duty (except
members of reserve components provided for
elsewhere), cadets, and aviation cadets; for
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section
156 of Public Law 97-377, as amended (42
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$40,042,962,000.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Navy on active duty (except
members of the Reserve provided for else-
where), midshipmen, and aviation cadets; for
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section
156 of Public Law 97-377, as amended (42
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$27,889,405,000.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,

subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
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permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Marine Corps on active duty
(except members of the Reserve provided for
elsewhere); and for payments pursuant to
section 156 of Public Law 97-377, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$12,735,182,000.
MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Air Force on active duty (ex-
cept members of reserve components pro-
vided for elsewhere), cadets, and aviation ca-
dets; for members of the Reserve Officers’
Training Corps; and for payments pursuant
to section 156 of Public Law 97-377, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement
Fund, $27,958,795,000.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY

For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Army Reserve on active
duty under sections 10211, 10302, and 3038 of
title 10, United States Code, or while serving
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title
10, United States Code, in connection with
performing duty specified in section 12310(a)
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $4,524,863,000.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY

For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Navy Reserve on active duty
under section 10211 of title 10, United States
Code, or while serving on active duty under
section 12301(d) of title 10, United States
Code, in connection with performing duty
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United
States Code, or while undergoing reserve
training, or while performing drills or equiv-
alent duty, and expenses authorized by sec-
tion 16131 of title 10, United States Code; and
for payments to the Department of Defense
Military Retirement Fund, $1,921,045,000.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Marine Corps Reserve on ac-
tive duty under section 10211 of title 10,
United States Code, or while serving on ac-
tive duty under section 12301(d) of title 10,
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going reserve training, or while performing
drills or equivalent duty, and for members of
the Marine Corps platoon leaders class, and
expenses authorized by section 16131 of title
10, United States Code; and for payments to
the Department of Defense Military Retire-
ment Fund, $744,795,000.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Air Force Reserve on active
duty under sections 10211, 10305, and 8038 of
title 10, United States Code, or while serving
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title
10, United States Code, in connection with
performing duty specified in section 12310(a)
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
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dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $1,725,526,000.
NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Army National Guard while
on duty under sections 10211, 10302, or 12402 of
title 10 or section 708 of title 32, United
States Code, or while serving on duty under
section 12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of
title 32, United States Code, in connection
with performing duty specified in section
12310(a) of title 10, United States Code, or
while undergoing training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $7,899,423,000.
NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Air National Guard on duty
under sections 10211, 10305, or 12402 of title 10
or section 708 of title 32, United States Code,
or while serving on duty under section
12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of title 32,
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going training, or while performing drills or
equivalent duty or other duty, and expenses
authorized by section 16131 of title 10, United
States Code; and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$3,283,982,000.
TITLE II
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Army, as authorized by law,
$32,738,173,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$12,478,000 can be used for emergencies and
extraordinary expenses, to be expended on
the approval or authority of the Secretary of
the Army, and payments may be made on his
certificate of necessity for confidential mili-
tary purposes.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Navy and the Marine Corps, as author-
ized by law, $38,552,017,000: Provided, That not
to exceed $15,055,000 can be used for emer-
gencies and extraordinary expenses, to be ex-
pended on the approval or authority of the
Secretary of the Navy, and payments may be
made on his certificate of necessity for con-
fidential military purposes.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Marine Corps, as authorized by law,
$5,676,152,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Air Force, as authorized by law,
$36,247,724,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$7,699,000 can be used for emergencies and ex-
traordinary expenses, to be expended on the
approval or authority of the Secretary of the
Air Force, and payments may be made on his
certificate of necessity for confidential mili-
tary purposes.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
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of activities and agencies of the Department
of Defense (other than the military depart-
ments), as authorized by law, $32,373,949,000:
Provided, That not more than $15,000,000 may
be used for the Combatant Commander Ini-
tiative Fund authorized under section 166a of
title 10, United States Code: Provided further,
That not to exceed $36,000,000 can be used for
emergencies and extraordinary expenses, to
be expended on the approval or authority of
the Secretary of Defense, and payments may
be made on his certificate of necessity for
confidential military purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That of the funds provided under this
heading, not less than $34,964,000 shall be
made available for the Procurement Tech-
nical Assistance Cooperative Agreement
Program, of which not less than $3,600,000
shall be available for centers defined in 10
U.S.C. 2411(1)(D): Provided further, That none
of the funds appropriated or otherwise made
available by this Act may be used to plan or
implement the consolidation of a budget or
appropriations liaison office of the Office of
the Secretary of Defense, the office of the
Secretary of a military department, or the
service headquarters of one of the Armed
Forces into a legislative affairs or legislative
liaison office: Provided  further, That
$5,023,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, is available only for expenses relat-
ing to certain classified activities, and may
be transferred as necessary by the Secretary
of Defense to operation and maintenance ap-
propriations or research, development, test
and evaluation appropriations, to be merged
with and to be available for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: Provided further, That any ceiling on
the investment item unit cost of items that
may be purchased with operation and main-
tenance funds shall not apply to the funds
described in the preceding proviso: Provided
further, That of the funds provided under this
heading, $480,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2018, shall be available to
provide support and assistance to foreign se-
curity forces or other groups or individuals
to conduct, support or facilitate counterter-
rorism, crisis response, or other Department
of Defense security cooperation programs:
Provided further, That the transfer authority
provided under this heading is in addition to
any other transfer authority provided else-
where in this Act.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
RESERVE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Army Reserve; repair
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; travel and transportation;
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $2,743,688,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Navy Reserve; repair
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; travel and transportation;
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $929,656,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS

RESERVE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Marine Corps Reserve;
repair of facilities and equipment; hire of
passenger motor vehicles; travel and trans-
portation; care of the dead; recruiting; pro-
curement of services, supplies, and equip-
ment; and communications, $271,133,000.
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE
RESERVE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Air Force Reserve; re-
pair of facilities and equipment; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; travel and transpor-
tation; care of the dead; recruiting; procure-
ment of services, supplies, and equipment;
and communications, $3,069,229,000.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
NATIONAL GUARD

For expenses of training, organizing, and
administering the Army National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals;
maintenance, operation, and repairs to
structures and facilities; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; personnel services in the Na-
tional Guard Bureau; travel expenses (other
than mileage), as authorized by law for
Army personnel on active duty, for Army
National Guard division, regimental, and
battalion commanders while inspecting units
in compliance with National Guard Bureau
regulations when specifically authorized by
the Chief, National Guard Bureau; supplying
and equipping the Army National Guard as
authorized by law; and expenses of repair,
modification, maintenance, and issue of sup-
plies and equipment (including aircraft),
$6,861,478,000.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL
GUARD

For expenses of training, organizing, and
administering the Air National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals;
maintenance, operation, and repairs to
structures and facilities; transportation of
things, hire of passenger motor vehicles; sup-
plying and equipping the Air National
Guard, as authorized by law; expenses for re-
pair, modification, maintenance, and issue of
supplies and equipment, including those fur-
nished from stocks under the control of
agencies of the Department of Defense; trav-
el expenses (other than mileage) on the same
basis as authorized by law for Air National
Guard personnel on active Federal duty, for
Air National Guard commanders while in-
specting units in compliance with National
Guard Bureau regulations when specifically
authorized by the Chief, National Guard Bu-
reau, $6,615,095,000.

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE

ARMED FORCES

For salaries and expenses necessary for the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Armed Forces, $14,194,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $5,000 may be used for official represen-
tation purposes.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Army,
$170,167,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Army shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Army,
or for similar purposes, transfer the funds
made available by this appropriation to
other appropriations made available to the
Department of the Army, to be merged with
and to be available for the same purposes
and for the same time period as the appro-
priations to which transferred: Provided fur-
ther, That upon a determination that all or
part of the funds transferred from this appro-
priation are not necessary for the purposes
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided
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further, That the transfer authority provided
under this heading is in addition to any
other transfer authority provided elsewhere
in this Act.
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Navy,
$289,262,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Navy shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Navy, or
for similar purposes, transfer the funds made
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Navy, to be merged with and to
be available for the same purposes and for
the same time period as the appropriations
to which transferred: Provided further, That
upon a determination that all or part of the
funds transferred from this appropriation are
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to
this appropriation: Provided further, That the
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Air Force,
$371,521,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Air Force shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Air
Force, or for similar purposes, transfer the
funds made available by this appropriation
to other appropriations made available to
the Department of the Air Force, to be
merged with and to be available for the same
purposes and for the same time period as the
appropriations to which transferred: Provided
further, That upon a determination that all
or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be
transferred back to this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority
provided under this heading is in addition to
any other transfer authority provided else-
where in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of Defense, $9,009,000,
to remain available until transferred: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall,
upon determining that such funds are re-
quired for environmental restoration, reduc-
tion and recycling of hazardous waste, re-
moval of unsafe buildings and debris of the
Department of Defense, or for similar pur-
poses, transfer the funds made available by
this appropriation to other appropriations
made available to the Department of De-
fense, to be merged with and to be available
for the same purposes and for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: Provided further, That upon a deter-
mination that all or part of the funds trans-
ferred from this appropriation are not nec-
essary for the purposes provided herein, such
amounts may be transferred back to this ap-
propriation: Provided further, That the trans-
fer authority provided under this heading is
in addition to any other transfer authority
provided elsewhere in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, FORMERLY

USED DEFENSE SITES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Army,
$222,084,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
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Army shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris at sites formerly used by the De-
partment of Defense, transfer the funds made
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Army, to be merged with and to
be available for the same purposes and for
the same time period as the appropriations
to which transferred: Provided further, That
upon a determination that all or part of the
funds transferred from this appropriation are
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to
this appropriation: Provided further, That the
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act.

OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND

CI1vic AID

For expenses relating to the Overseas Hu-
manitarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid pro-
grams of the Department of Defense (con-
sisting of the programs provided under sec-
tions 401, 402, 404, 407, 2557, and 2561 of title
10, United States Code), $123,125,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2018.

COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION ACCOUNT

For assistance, including assistance pro-
vided by contract or by grants, under pro-
grams and activities of the Department of
Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram authorized under the Department of
Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Act,
$325,604,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2019.

TITLE III
PROCUREMENT
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, ground
handling equipment, spare parts, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $4,5687,598,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2019.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of
missiles, equipment, including ordnance,
ground handling equipment, spare parts, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $1,5633,804,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2019.

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED

COMBAT VEHICLES, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of weapons and
tracked combat vehicles, equipment, includ-
ing ordnance, spare parts, and accessories
therefor; specialized equipment and training
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devices; expansion of public and private
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; and procurement and in-
stallation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor-
owned equipment layaway; and other ex-
penses necessary for the foregoing purposes,
$2,229,455,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2019.
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $1,483,566,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2019.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of vehicles, including
tactical, support, and non-tracked combat
vehicles; the purchase of passenger motor ve-
hicles for replacement only; communications
and electronic equipment; other support
equipment; spare parts, ordnance, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $6,147,328,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2019.

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, spare
parts, and accessories therefor; specialized
equipment; expansion of public and private
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, and such lands and interests therein,
may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title; and
procurement and installation of equipment,
appliances, and machine tools in public and
private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $16,135,335,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2019.

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of
missiles, torpedoes, other weapons, and re-
lated support equipment including spare
parts, and accessories therefor; expansion of
public and private plants, including the land
necessary therefor, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon prior to approval of
title; and procurement and installation of
equipment, appliances, and machine tools in
public and private plants; reserve plant and
Government and contractor-owned equip-
ment layaway, $3,265,285,000, to remain avail-
able for obligation until September 30, 2019.
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PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND
MARINE CORPS

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $633,678,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2019.

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY

For expenses necessary for the construc-
tion, acquisition, or conversion of vessels as
authorized by law, including armor and ar-
mament thereof, plant equipment, appli-
ances, and machine tools and installation
thereof in public and private plants; reserve
plant and Government and contractor-owned
equipment layaway; procurement of critical,
long lead time components and designs for
vessels to be constructed or converted in the
future; and expansion of public and private
plants, including land necessary therefor,
and such lands and interests therein, may be
acquired, and construction prosecuted there-
on prior to approval of title, as follows:

Ohio Replacement Submarine (AP),
$773,138,000;

Carrier Replacement Program,
$1,255,783,000;

Carrier Replacement Program (AP),

$1,370,784,000;

Virginia Class Submarine, $3,187,985,000;

Virginia Class Submarine (AP),
$1,852,234,000;

CVN Refueling Overhauls, $1,699,120,000;

CVN Refueling Overhauls (AP), $233,149,000;

DDG-1000 Program, $271,756,000;

DDG-51 Destroyer, $3,614,792,000;

Littoral Combat Ship, $1,563,692,000;

LPD-17, $1,786,000,000;

LHA Replacement, $1,617,719,000;

TAO Fleet Oiler (AP), $73,079,000;

Moored Training Ship, $624,527,000;

Ship to Shore Connector, $128,067,000;

Service Craft, $65,192,000;

LCAC Service Life Extension Program,
$82,074,000;

YP Craft
$21,363,000;

For outfitting, post delivery, conversions,
and first destination transportation,
$626,158,000;

Completion of Prior Year Shipbuilding
Programs, $160,274,000; and

Polar Icebreakers (AP), $150,000,000.

In all: $21,156,886,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2021: Pro-
vided, That additional obligations may be in-
curred after September 30, 2021, for engineer-
ing services, tests, evaluations, and other
such budgeted work that must be performed
in the final stage of ship construction: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds provided
under this heading for the construction or
conversion of any naval vessel to be con-
structed in shipyards in the United States
shall be expended in foreign facilities for the
construction of major components of such
vessel: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided under this heading shall be
used for the construction of any naval vessel
in foreign shipyards: Provided further, That
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act for production of the com-
mon missile compartment of nuclear-pow-
ered vessels may be available for multiyear

Maintenance/ROH/SLEP,
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procurement of critical components to sup-
port continuous production of such compart-
ments only in accordance with the provi-
sions of subsection (i) of section 2218a of title
10, United States Code (as added by section
1023 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public Law 114-
328)).
OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For procurement, production, and mod-
ernization of support equipment and mate-
rials not otherwise provided for, Navy ord-
nance (except ordnance for new aircraft, new
ships, and ships authorized for conversion);
the purchase of passenger motor vehicles for
replacement only; expansion of public and
private plants, including the land necessary
therefor, and such lands and interests there-
in, may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title; and
procurement and installation of equipment,
appliances, and machine tools in public and
private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $6,308,919,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2019.

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS

For expenses necessary for the procure-
ment, manufacture, and modification of mis-
siles, armament, military equipment, spare
parts, and accessories therefor; plant equip-
ment, appliances, and machine tools, and in-
stallation thereof in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; vehi-
cles for the Marine Corps, including the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; and expansion of public and
private plants, including land necessary
therefor, and such lands and interests there-
in, may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title,
$1,307,456,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2019.

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-
fication of aircraft and equipment, including
armor and armament, specialized ground
handling equipment, and training devices,
spare parts, and accessories therefor; special-
ized equipment; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, Government-owned equipment
and installation thereof in such plants, erec-
tion of structures, and acquisition of land,
for the foregoing purposes, and such lands
and interests therein, may be acquired, and
construction prosecuted thereon prior to ap-
proval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $14,253,623,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2019.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-
fication of missiles, rockets, and related
equipment, including spare parts and acces-
sories therefor; ground handling equipment,
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, Government-owned equip-
ment and installation thereof in such plants,
erection of structures, and acquisition of
land, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $2,348,121,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2019.

SPACE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-

fication of spacecraft, rockets, and related
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equipment, including spare parts and acces-
sories therefor; ground handling equipment,
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, Government-owned equip-
ment and installation thereof in such plants,
erection of structures, and acquisition of
land, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $2,733,243,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2019.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $1,589,219,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2019.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For procurement and modification of
equipment (including ground guidance and
electronic control equipment, and ground
electronic and communication equipment),
and supplies, materials, and spare parts
therefor, not otherwise provided for; the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; lease of passenger motor ve-
hicles; and expansion of public and private
plants, Government-owned equipment and
installation thereof in such plants, erection
of structures, and acquisition of land, for the
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon, prior to approval of
title; reserve plant and Government and con-
tractor-owned equipment layaway,
$17,768,224,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2019.

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments) necessary for procure-
ment, production, and modification of equip-
ment, supplies, materials, and spare parts
therefor, not otherwise provided for; the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, equipment, and installation
thereof in such plants, erection of struc-
tures, and acquisition of land for the fore-
going purposes, and such lands and interests
therein, may be acquired, and construction
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title;
reserve plant and Government and con-
tractor-owned equipment layaway,
$4,881,022,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2019.

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT PURCHASES

For activities by the Department of De-
fense pursuant to sections 108, 301, 302, and
303 of the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50
U.S.C. 4518, 4531, 4532, and 4533), $64,065,000, to
remain available until expended.

TITLE IV
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, ARMY

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-

plied scientific research, development, test
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and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $8,332,965,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2018.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, NAVY

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $17,214,530,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2018: Provided, That funds appropriated in
this paragraph which are available for the V-
22 may be used to meet unique operational
requirements of the Special Operations
Forces.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $27,788,548,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2018.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For expenses of activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments), necessary for basic
and applied scientific research, development,
test and evaluation; advanced research
projects as may be designated and deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, pursuant
to law; maintenance, rehabilitation, lease,
and operation of facilities and equipment,
$18,778,550,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2018: Provided, That,
of the funds made available in this para-
graph, $250,000,000 for the Defense Rapid In-
novation Program shall only be available for
expenses, not otherwise provided for, to in-
clude program management and oversight,
to conduct research, development, test and
evaluation to include proof of concept dem-
onstration; engineering, testing, and valida-
tion; and transition to full-scale production:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense may transfer funds provided herein for
the Defense Rapid Innovation Program to
appropriations for research, development,
test and evaluation to accomplish the pur-
pose provided herein: Provided further, That
this transfer authority is in addition to any
other transfer authority available to the De-
partment of Defense: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall, not fewer
than 30 days prior to making transfers from
this appropriation, notify the congressional
defense committees in writing of the details
of any such transfer.

OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION,
DEFENSE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the independent activities of
the Director, Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, in the direction and supervision of
operational test and evaluation, including
initial operational test and evaluation which
is conducted prior to, and in support of, pro-
duction decisions; joint operational testing
and evaluation; and administrative expenses
in connection therewith, $186,994,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2018.

TITLE V
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS

For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$1,511,613,000.
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TITLE VI
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PROGRAMS
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
for medical and health care programs of the
Department of Defense as authorized by law,
$33,781,270,000; of which $31,277,002,000 shall be
for operation and maintenance, of which not
to exceed one percent shall remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2018, and
of which up to $15,315,832,000 may be avail-
able for contracts entered into under the
TRICARE program; of which $402,161,000, to
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2019, shall be for procurement; and
of which $2,102,107,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2018, shall
be for research, development, test and eval-
uation: Provided, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, of the amount made
available under this heading for research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation, not less than
$8,000,000 shall be available for HIV preven-
tion educational activities undertaken in
connection with United States military
training, exercises, and humanitarian assist-
ance activities conducted primarily in Afri-
can nations: Provided further, That of the
funds provided under this heading for re-
search, development, test and evaluation,
not less than $1,014,600,000 shall be made
available to the United States Army Medical
Research and Materiel Command to carry
out the congressionally directed medical re-
search programs.

CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the destruction of the United
States stockpile of lethal chemical agents
and munitions in accordance with the provi-
sions of section 1412 of the Department of
Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C.
1521), and for the destruction of other chem-
ical warfare materials that are not in the
chemical weapon stockpile, $523,726,000, of
which $119,985,000 shall be for operation and
maintenance, of which no less than
$49,5633,000 shall be for the Chemical Stock-
pile Emergency Preparedness Program, con-
sisting of $20,368,000 for activities on mili-
tary installations and $29,165,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2018, to assist
State and local governments, and of which
not more than $13,700,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2018, shall be for the
destruction of eight United States-origin
chemical munitions in the Republic of Pan-
ama, to the extent authorized by law;
$15,132,000 shall be for procurement, to re-
main available until September 30, 2019, of
which $15,132,000 shall be for the Chemical
Stockpile Emergency Preparedness Program
to assist State and local governments; and
$388,609,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2018, shall be for research, devel-
opment, test and evaluation, of which
$380,892,000 shall only be for the Assembled
Chemical Weapons Alternatives program.

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for
transfer to appropriations available to the
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel of the reserve components serving
under the provisions of title 10 and title 32,
United States Code; for operation and main-
tenance; for procurement; and for research,
development, test and evaluation,
$998,800,000, of which $626,087,000 shall be for
counter-narcotics support; $118,713,000 shall
be for the drug demand reduction program;
$234,000,000 shall be for the National Guard
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counter-drug program; and $20,000,000 shall
be for the National Guard counter-drug
schools program: Provided, That the funds
appropriated under this heading shall be
available for obligation for the same time
period and for the same purpose as the ap-
propriation to which transferred: Provided
further, That upon a determination that all
or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be
transferred back to this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority
provided under this heading is in addition to
any other transfer authority contained else-
where in this Act.
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

For expenses and activities of the Office of
the Inspector General in carrying out the
provisions of the Inspector General Act of
1978, as amended, $312,035,000, of which
$308,882,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, of which not to exceed $700,000 is
available for emergencies and extraordinary
expenses to be expended on the approval or
authority of the Inspector General, and pay-
ments may be made on the Inspector Gen-
eral’s certificate of necessity for confidential
military purposes; and of which $3,153,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2018,
shall be for research, development, test and
evaluation.

TITLE VII
RELATED AGENCIES

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RETIREMENT
AND DISABILITY SYSTEM FUND

For payment to the Central Intelligence
Agency Retirement and Disability System
Fund, to maintain the proper funding level
for continuing the operation of the Central
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis-
ability System, $514,000,000.

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT

ACCOUNT
For necessary expenses of the Intelligence
Community Management Account,
$515,596,000.
TITLE VIII

GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 8001. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall be used for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes not authorized
by the Congress.

SEC. 8002. During the current fiscal year,
provisions of law prohibiting the payment of
compensation to, or employment of, any per-
son not a citizen of the United States shall
not apply to personnel of the Department of
Defense: Provided, That salary increases
granted to direct and indirect hire foreign
national employees of the Department of De-
fense funded by this Act shall not be at a
rate in excess of the percentage increase au-
thorized by law for civilian employees of the
Department of Defense whose pay is com-
puted under the provisions of section 5332 of
title 5, United States Code, or at a rate in ex-
cess of the percentage increase provided by
the appropriate host nation to its own em-
ployees, whichever is higher: Provided fur-
ther, That this section shall not apply to De-
partment of Defense foreign service national
employees serving at United States diplo-
matic missions whose pay is set by the De-
partment of State under the Foreign Service
Act of 1980: Provided further, That the limita-
tions of this provision shall not apply to for-
eign national employees of the Department
of Defense in the Republic of Turkey.

SEC. 8003. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall remain available
for obligation beyond the current fiscal year,
unless expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 8004. No more than 20 percent of the
appropriations in this Act which are limited
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for obligation during the current fiscal year
shall be obligated during the last 2 months of
the fiscal year: Provided, That this section
shall not apply to obligations for support of
active duty training of reserve components
or summer camp training of the Reserve Of-
ficers’ Training Corps.
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8005. Upon determination by the Sec-
retary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, he may, with
the approval of the Office of Management
and Budget, transfer not to exceed
$4,500,000,000 of working capital funds of the
Department of Defense or funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Department of De-
fense for military functions (except military
construction) between such appropriations
or funds or any subdivision thereof, to be
merged with and to be available for the same
purposes, and for the same time period, as
the appropriation or fund to which trans-
ferred: Provided, That such authority to
transfer may not be used unless for higher
priority items, based on unforeseen military
requirements, than those for which origi-
nally appropriated and in no case where the
item for which funds are requested has been
denied by the Congress: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify
the Congress promptly of all transfers made
pursuant to this authority or any other au-
thority in this Act: Provided further, That no
part of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able to prepare or present a request to the
Committees on Appropriations for re-
programming of funds, unless for higher pri-
ority items, based on unforeseen military re-
quirements, than those for which originally
appropriated and in no case where the item
for which reprogramming is requested has
been denied by the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That a request for multiple
reprogrammings of funds using authority
provided in this section shall be made prior
to June 30, 2017: Provided further, That trans-
fers among military personnel appropria-
tions shall not be taken into account for pur-
poses of the limitation on the amount of
funds that may be transferred under this sec-
tion.

SEC. 8006. (a) With regard to the list of spe-
cific programs, projects, and activities (and
the dollar amounts and adjustments to budg-
et activities corresponding to such programs,
projects, and activities) contained in the ta-
bles titled Explanation of Project Level Ad-
justments in the explanatory statement re-
garding this Act, the obligation and expendi-
ture of amounts appropriated or otherwise
made available in this Act for those pro-
grams, projects, and activities for which the
amounts appropriated exceed the amounts
requested are hereby required by law to be
carried out in the manner provided by such
tables to the same extent as if the tables
were included in the text of this Act.

(b) Amounts specified in the referenced ta-
bles described in subsection (a) shall not be
treated as subdivisions of appropriations for
purposes of section 8005 of this Act: Provided,
That section 8005 shall apply when transfers
of the amounts described in subsection (a)
occur between appropriation accounts.

SEC. 8007. (a) Not later than 60 days after
enactment of this Act, the Department of
Defense shall submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees to establish the
baseline for application of reprogramming
and transfer authorities for fiscal year 2017:
Provided, That the report shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;
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(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by budget activity and pro-
gram, project, and activity as detailed in the
Budget Appendix; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) Notwithstanding section 8005 of this
Act, none of the funds provided in this Act
shall be available for reprogramming or
transfer until the report identified in sub-
section (a) is submitted to the congressional
defense committees, unless the Secretary of
Defense certifies in writing to the congres-
sional defense committees that such re-
programming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement: Provided, That this
subsection shall not apply to transfers from
the following appropriations accounts:

(1) “Environmental Restoration, Army’’;

(2) “Environmental Restoration, Navy’’;

(3) ‘“‘Environmental Restoration,
Force’’;

(4) “Environmental Restoration, Defense-
wide’’;

(5) “Environmental Restoration, Formerly
Used Defense Sites’’; and

(6) “Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug
Activities, Defense”’.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8008. During the current fiscal year,
cash balances in working capital funds of the
Department of Defense established pursuant
to section 2208 of title 10, United States
Code, may be maintained in only such
amounts as are necessary at any time for
cash disbursements to be made from such
funds: Provided, That transfers may be made
between such funds: Provided further, That
transfers may be made between working cap-
ital funds and the ‘“‘Foreign Currency Fluc-
tuations, Defense’’ appropriation and the
“Operation and Maintenance’ appropriation
accounts in such amounts as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, with the
approval of the Office of Management and
Budget, except that such transfers may not
be made unless the Secretary of Defense has
notified the Congress of the proposed trans-
fer: Provided further, That except in amounts
equal to the amounts appropriated to work-
ing capital funds in this Act, no obligations
may be made against a working capital fund
to procure or increase the value of war re-
serve material inventory, unless the Sec-
retary of Defense has notified the Congress
prior to any such obligation.

SEC. 8009. Funds appropriated by this Act
may not be used to initiate a special access
program without prior notification 30 cal-
endar days in advance to the congressional
defense committees.

SEC. 8010. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available to initiate: (1) a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year of the contract or
that includes an unfunded contingent liabil-
ity in excess of $20,000,000; or (2) a contract
for advance procurement leading to a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year, unless the con-
gressional defense committees have been no-
tified at least 30 days in advance of the pro-
posed contract award: Provided, That no part
of any appropriation contained in this Act
shall be available to initiate a multiyear
contract for which the economic order quan-
tity advance procurement is not funded at
least to the limits of the Government’s li-
ability: Provided further, That no part of any
appropriation contained in this Act shall be
available to initiate multiyear procurement
contracts for any systems or component
thereof if the value of the multiyear con-
tract would exceed $500,000,000 unless specifi-
cally provided in this Act: Provided further,

Air
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That no multiyear procurement contract can
be terminated without 30-day prior notifica-
tion to the congressional defense commit-
tees: Provided further, That the execution of
multiyear authority shall require the use of
a present value analysis to determine lowest
cost compared to an annual procurement:
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided in this Act may be used for a
multiyear contract executed after the date
of the enactment of this Act unless in the
case of any such contract—

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted
to Congress a budget request for full funding
of units to be procured through the contract
and, in the case of a contract for procure-
ment of aircraft, that includes, for any air-
craft unit to be procured through the con-
tract for which procurement funds are re-
quested in that budget request for produc-
tion beyond advance procurement activities
in the fiscal year covered by the budget, full
funding of procurement of such unit in that
fiscal year;

(2) cancellation provisions in the contract
do not include consideration of recurring
manufacturing costs of the contractor asso-
ciated with the production of unfunded units
to be delivered under the contract;

(3) the contract provides that payments to
the contractor under the contract shall not
be made in advance of incurred costs on
funded units; and

(4) the contract does not provide for a price
adjustment based on a failure to award a fol-
low-on contract.

Funds appropriated in title III of this Act
may be used for a multiyear procurement
contract as follows: AH-64E Apache Heli-
copter and UH-60M Blackhawk Helicopter.

SEC. 8011. Within the funds appropriated
for the operation and maintenance of the
Armed Forces, funds are hereby appropriated
pursuant to section 401 of title 10, United
States Code, for humanitarian and civic as-
sistance costs under chapter 20 of title 10,
United States Code. Such funds may also be
obligated for humanitarian and civic assist-
ance costs incidental to authorized oper-
ations and pursuant to authority granted in
section 401 of chapter 20 of title 10, United
States Code, and these obligations shall be
reported as required by section 401(d) of title
10, United States Code: Provided, That funds
available for operation and maintenance
shall be available for providing humani-
tarian and similar assistance by using Civic
Action Teams in the Trust Territories of the
Pacific Islands and freely associated states
of Micronesia, pursuant to the Compact of
Free Association as authorized by Public
Law 99-239: Provided further, That upon a de-
termination by the Secretary of the Army
that such action is beneficial for graduate
medical education programs conducted at
Army medical facilities located in Hawaii,
the Secretary of the Army may authorize
the provision of medical services at such fa-
cilities and transportation to such facilities,
on a nonreimbursable basis, for civilian pa-
tients from American Samoa, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the
Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Mi-
cronesia, Palau, and Guam.

SEC. 8012. (a) During fiscal year 2017, the ci-
vilian personnel of the Department of De-
fense may not be managed on the basis of
any end-strength, and the management of
such personnel during that fiscal year shall
not be subject to any constraint or limita-
tion (known as an end-strength) on the num-
ber of such personnel who may be employed
on the last day of such fiscal year.

(b) The fiscal year 2018 budget request for
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation
supporting the fiscal year 2018 Department of
Defense budget request shall be prepared and
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submitted to the Congress as if subsections
(a) and (b) of this provision were effective
with regard to fiscal year 2018.

(c) As required by section 1107 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2358
note) civilian personnel at the Department
of Army Science and Technology Reinven-
tion Laboratories may not be managed on
the basis of the Table of Distribution and Al-
lowances, and the management of the work-
force strength shall be done in a manner con-
sistent with the budget available with re-
spect to such Laboratories.

(d) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to apply to military (civilian) techni-
cians.

SEC. 8013. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be used for the support of
any nonappropriated funds activity of the
Department of Defense that procures malt
beverages and wine with nonappropriated
funds for resale (including such alcoholic
beverages sold by the drink) on a military
installation located in the United States un-
less such malt beverages and wine are pro-
cured within that State, or in the case of the
District of Columbia, within the District of
Columbia, in which the military installation
is located: Provided, That, in a case in which
the military installation is located in more
than one State, purchases may be made in
any State in which the installation is lo-
cated: Provided further, That such local pro-
curement requirements for malt beverages
and wine shall apply to all alcoholic bev-
erages only for military installations in
States which are not contiguous with an-
other State: Provided further, That alcoholic
beverages other than wine and malt bev-
erages, in contiguous States and the District
of Columbia shall be procured from the most
competitive source, price and other factors
considered.

SEC. 8014. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be used in any way, directly
or indirectly, to influence congressional ac-
tion on any legislation or appropriation mat-
ters pending before the Congress.

SEC. 8015. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be available for the basic
pay and allowances of any member of the
Army participating as a full-time student
and receiving benefits paid by the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs from the Department of
Defense Education Benefits Fund when time
spent as a full-time student is credited to-
ward completion of a service commitment:
Provided, That this section shall not apply to
those members who have reenlisted with this
option prior to October 1, 1987: Provided fur-
ther, That this section applies only to active
components of the Army.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8016. Funds appropriated in title III of
this Act for the Department of Defense Pilot
Mentor-Protégé Program may be transferred
to any other appropriation contained in this
Act solely for the purpose of implementing a
Mentor-Protégé Program developmental as-
sistance agreement pursuant to section 831
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 10
U.S.C. 2302 note), as amended, under the au-
thority of this provision or any other trans-
fer authority contained in this Act.

SEC. 8017. None of the funds in this Act
may be available for the purchase by the De-
partment of Defense (and its departments
and agencies) of welded shipboard anchor and
mooring chain 4 inches in diameter and
under unless the anchor and mooring chain
are manufactured in the United States from
components which are substantially manu-
factured in the United States: Provided, That
for the purpose of this section, the term
“manufactured” shall include cutting, heat
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treating, quality control, testing of chain
and welding (including the forging and shot
blasting process): Provided further, That for
the purpose of this section substantially all
of the components of anchor and mooring
chain shall be considered to be produced or
manufactured in the United States if the ag-
gregate cost of the components produced or
manufactured in the United States exceeds
the aggregate cost of the components pro-
duced or manufactured outside the United
States: Provided further, That when adequate
domestic supplies are not available to meet
Department of Defense requirements on a
timely basis, the Secretary of the service re-
sponsible for the procurement may waive
this restriction on a case-by-case basis by
certifying in writing to the Committees on
Appropriations that such an acquisition
must be made in order to acquire capability
for national security purposes.

SEC. 8018. Of the amounts appropriated for
“Working Capital Fund, Army’’, $140,000,000
shall be available to maintain competitive
rates at the arsenals.

SEC. 8019. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be used to
demilitarize or dispose of M-1 Carbines, M-1
Garand rifles, M-14 rifles, .22 caliber rifles,
.30 caliber rifles, or M-1911 pistols, or to de-
militarize or destroy small arms ammuni-
tion or ammunition components that are not
otherwise prohibited from commercial sale
under Federal law, unless the small arms
ammunition or ammunition components are
certified by the Secretary of the Army or
designee as unserviceable or unsafe for fur-
ther use.

SEC. 8020. No more than $500,000 of the
funds appropriated or made available in this
Act shall be used during a single fiscal year
for any single relocation of an organization,
unit, activity or function of the Department
of Defense into or within the National Cap-
ital Region: Provided, That the Secretary of
Defense may waive this restriction on a case-
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the
congressional defense committees that such
a relocation is required in the best interest
of the Government.

SEC. 8021. Of the funds made available in
this Act, $15,000,000 shall be available for in-
centive payments authorized by section 504
of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C.
1544): Provided, That a prime contractor or a
subcontractor at any tier that makes a sub-
contract award to any subcontractor or sup-
plier as defined in section 1544 of title 25,
United States Code, or a small business
owned and controlled by an individual or in-
dividuals defined under section 4221(9) of
title 25, United States Code, shall be consid-
ered a contractor for the purposes of being
allowed additional compensation under sec-
tion 504 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974
(25 U.S.C. 15644) whenever the prime contract
or subcontract amount is over $500,000 and
involves the expenditure of funds appro-
priated by an Act making appropriations for
the Department of Defense with respect to
any fiscal year: Provided further, That not-
withstanding section 1906 of title 41, United
States Code, this section shall be applicable
to any Department of Defense acquisition of
supplies or services, including any contract
and any subcontract at any tier for acquisi-
tion of commercial items produced or manu-
factured, in whole or in part, by any subcon-
tractor or supplier defined in section 1544 of
title 25, United States Code, or a small busi-
ness owned and controlled by an individual
or individuals defined under section 4221(9) of
title 25, United States Code.

SEC. 8022. Funds appropriated by this Act
for the Defense Media Activity shall not be
used for any national or international polit-
ical or psychological activities.

SEC. 8023. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense is authorized to
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incur obligations of not to exceed $350,000,000
for purposes specified in section 2350j(c) of
title 10, United States Code, in anticipation
of receipt of contributions, only from the
Government of Kuwait, under that section:
Provided, That, upon receipt, such contribu-
tions from the Government of Kuwait shall
be credited to the appropriations or fund
which incurred such obligations.

SEC. 8024. (a) Of the funds made available
in this Act, not less than $40,021,000 shall be
available for the Civil Air Patrol Corpora-
tion, of which—

(1) $28,000,000 shall be available from ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force” to sup-
port Civil Air Patrol Corporation operation
and maintenance, readiness, counter-drug
activities, and drug demand reduction activi-
ties involving youth programs;

(2) $10,337,000 shall be available from ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’’; and

(3) $1,684,000 shall be available from ‘‘Other
Procurement, Air Force’ for vehicle pro-
curement.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force should
waive reimbursement for any funds used by
the Civil Air Patrol for counter-drug activi-
ties in support of Federal, State, and local
government agencies.

SEC. 8025. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act are available to establish
a new Department of Defense (department)
federally funded research and development
center (FFRDC), either as a new entity, or as
a separate entity administrated by an orga-
nization managing another FFRDC, or as a
nonprofit membership corporation con-
sisting of a consortium of other FFRDCs and
other nonprofit entities.

(b) No member of a Board of Directors,
Trustees, Overseers, Advisory Group, Special
Issues Panel, Visiting Committee, or any
similar entity of a defense FFRDC, and no
paid consultant to any defense FFRDC, ex-
cept when acting in a technical advisory ca-
pacity, may be compensated for his or her
services as a member of such entity, or as a
paid consultant by more than one FFRDC in
a fiscal year: Provided, That a member of any
such entity referred to previously in this
subsection shall be allowed travel expenses
and per diem as authorized under the Federal
Joint Travel Regulations, when engaged in
the performance of membership duties.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, none of the funds available to the de-
partment from any source during the current
fiscal year may be used by a defense FFRDC,
through a fee or other payment mechanism,
for construction of new buildings not located
on a military installation, for payment of
cost sharing for projects funded by Govern-
ment grants, for absorption of contract over-
runs, or for certain charitable contributions,
not to include employee participation in
community service and/or development.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, of the funds available to the department
during fiscal year 2017, not more than 5,750
staff years of technical effort (staff years)
may be funded for defense FFRDCs: Provided,
That, of the specific amount referred to pre-
viously in this subsection, not more than
1,125 staff years may be funded for the de-
fense studies and analysis FFRDCs: Provided
further, That this subsection shall not apply
to staff years funded in the National Intel-
ligence Program (NIP) and the Military In-
telligence Program (MIP).

(e) The Secretary of Defense shall, with the
submission of the department’s fiscal year
2018 budget request, submit a report pre-
senting the specific amounts of staff years of
technical effort to be allocated for each de-
fense FFRDC during that fiscal year and the
associated budget estimates.

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the total amount appropriated in
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this Act for FFRDCs is hereby reduced by
$60,000,000.

SEC. 8026. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
procure carbon, alloy, or armor steel plate
for use in any Government-owned facility or
property under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense which were not melted and
rolled in the United States or Canada: Pro-
vided, That these procurement restrictions
shall apply to any and all Federal Supply
Class 9515, American Society of Testing and
Materials (ASTM) or American Iron and
Steel Institute (AISI) specifications of car-
bon, alloy or armor steel plate: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the military de-
partment responsible for the procurement
may waive this restriction on a case-by-case
basis by certifying in writing to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that adequate
domestic supplies are not available to meet
Department of Defense requirements on a
timely basis and that such an acquisition
must be made in order to acquire capability
for national security purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That these restrictions shall not apply
to contracts which are in being as of the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 8027. For the purposes of this Act, the
term ‘‘congressional defense committees”
means the Armed Services Committee of the
House of Representatives, the Armed Serv-
ices Committee of the Senate, the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate, and the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives.

SEC. 8028. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense may acquire the
modification, depot maintenance and repair
of aircraft, vehicles and vessels as well as the
production of components and other Defense-
related articles, through competition be-
tween Department of Defense depot mainte-
nance activities and private firms: Provided,
That the Senior Acquisition Executive of the
military department or Defense Agency con-
cerned, with power of delegation, shall cer-
tify that successful bids include comparable
estimates of all direct and indirect costs for
both public and private bids: Provided further,
That Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular A-76 shall not apply to competitions
conducted under this section.

SEC. 8029. (a)(1) If the Secretary of Defense,
after consultation with the United States
Trade Representative, determines that a for-
eign country which is party to an agreement
described in paragraph (2) has violated the
terms of the agreement by discriminating
against certain types of products produced in
the United States that are covered by the
agreement, the Secretary of Defense shall re-
scind the Secretary’s blanket waiver of the
Buy American Act with respect to such
types of products produced in that foreign
country.

(2) An agreement referred to in paragraph
(1) is any reciprocal defense procurement
memorandum of understanding, between the
United States and a foreign country pursu-
ant to which the Secretary of Defense has
prospectively waived the Buy American Act
for certain products in that country.

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall submit
to the Congress a report on the amount of
Department of Defense purchases from for-
eign entities in fiscal year 2017. Such report
shall separately indicate the dollar value of
items for which the Buy American Act was
waived pursuant to any agreement described
in subsection (a)(2), the Trade Agreement
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), or any
international agreement to which the United
States is a party.

(c) For purposes of this section, the term
“Buy American Act” means chapter 83 of
title 41, United States Code.
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SEC. 8030. During the current fiscal year,
amounts contained in the Department of De-
fense Overseas Military Facility Investment
Recovery Account established by section
2921(c)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act of 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note) shall be available until expended
for the payments specified by section
2921(c)(2) of that Act.

SEC. 8031. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary of the Air
Force may convey at no cost to the Air
Force, without consideration, to Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington
relocatable military housing units located at
Grand Forks Air Force Base, Malmstrom Air
Force Base, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
Ellsworth Air Force Base, and Minot Air
Force Base that are excess to the needs of
the Air Force.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall
convey, at no cost to the Air Force, military
housing units under subsection (a) in accord-
ance with the request for such units that are
submitted to the Secretary by the Operation
Walking Shield Program on behalf of Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington. Any such
conveyance shall be subject to the condition
that the housing units shall be removed
within a reasonable period of time, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) The Operation Walking Shield Program
shall resolve any conflicts among requests of
Indian tribes for housing units under sub-
section (a) before submitting requests to the
Secretary of the Air Force under subsection
(D).
(d) In this section, the term ‘‘Indian tribe”’
means any recognized Indian tribe included
on the current list published by the Sec-
retary of the Interior under section 104 of the
Federally Recognized Indian Tribe Act of
1994 (Public Law 103-454; 108 Stat. 4792; 25
U.S.C. 479a-1).

SEC. 8032. During the current fiscal year,
appropriations which are available to the De-
partment of Defense for operation and main-
tenance may be used to purchase items hav-
ing an investment item unit cost of not more
than $250,000.

SEC. 8033. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to—

(1) disestablish, or prepare to disestablish,
a Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps
program in accordance with Department of
Defense Instruction Number 1215.08, dated
June 26, 2006; or

(2) close, downgrade from host to extension
center, or place on probation a Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps program in ac-
cordance with the information paper of the
Department of the Army titled ‘‘Army Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps (SROTC)
Program Review and Criteria’’, dated Janu-
ary 27, 2014.

SEC. 8034. The Secretary of Defense shall
issue regulations to prohibit the sale of any
tobacco or tobacco-related products in mili-
tary resale outlets in the United States, its
territories and possessions at a price below
the most competitive price in the local com-
munity: Provided, That such regulations
shall direct that the prices of tobacco or to-
bacco-related products in overseas military
retail outlets shall be within the range of
prices established for military retail system
stores located in the United States.

SEC. 8035. (a) During the current fiscal
year, none of the appropriations or funds
available to the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds shall be used for the
purchase of an investment item for the pur-
pose of acquiring a new inventory item for
sale or anticipated sale during the current
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fiscal year or a subsequent fiscal year to cus-
tomers of the Department of Defense Work-
ing Capital Funds if such an item would not
have been chargeable to the Department of
Defense Business Operations Fund during fis-
cal year 1994 and if the purchase of such an
investment item would be chargeable during
the current fiscal year to appropriations
made to the Department of Defense for pro-
curement.

(b) The fiscal year 2018 budget request for
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation
supporting the fiscal year 2018 Department of
Defense budget shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Congress on the basis that any
equipment which was classified as an end
item and funded in a procurement appropria-
tion contained in this Act shall be budgeted
for in a proposed fiscal year 2018 procure-
ment appropriation and not in the supply
management business area or any other area
or category of the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds.

SEC. 8036. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Central In-
telligence Agency shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year, ex-
cept for funds appropriated for the Reserve
for Contingencies, which shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2018: Provided, That
funds appropriated, transferred, or otherwise
credited to the Central Intelligence Agency
Central Services Working Capital Fund dur-
ing this or any prior or subsequent fiscal
year shall remain available until expended:
Provided further, That any funds appropriated
or transferred to the Central Intelligence
Agency for advanced research and develop-
ment acquisition, for agent operations, and
for covert action programs authorized by the
President under section 503 of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3093) shall re-
main available until September 30, 2018.

SEC. 8037. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds made available in this
Act and hereafter for the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency may be used for the design,
development, and deployment of General De-
fense Intelligence Program intelligence com-
munications and intelligence information
systems for the Services, the Unified and
Specified Commands, and the component
commands.

SEC. 8038. Of the funds appropriated to the
Department of Defense under the heading
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, not less than $12,000,000 shall be made
available only for the mitigation of environ-
mental impacts, including training and tech-
nical assistance to tribes, related adminis-
trative support, the gathering of informa-
tion, documenting of environmental damage,
and developing a system for prioritization of
mitigation and cost to complete estimates
for mitigation, on Indian lands resulting
from Department of Defense activities.

SEC. 8039. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be expended by an
entity of the Department of Defense unless
the entity, in expending the funds, complies
with the Buy American Act. For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘‘Buy American
Act” means chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code.

(b) If the Secretary of Defense determines
that a person has been convicted of inten-
tionally affixing a label bearing a ‘“‘Made in
America’” inscription to any product sold in
or shipped to the United States that is not
made in America, the Secretary shall deter-
mine, in accordance with section 2410f of
title 10, United States Code, whether the per-
son should be debarred from contracting
with the Department of Defense.

(c) In the case of any equipment or prod-
ucts purchased with appropriations provided
under this Act, it is the sense of the Congress
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that any entity of the Department of De-
fense, in expending the appropriation, pur-
chase only American-made equipment and
products, provided that American-made
equipment and products are cost-competi-
tive, quality competitive, and available in a
timely fashion.

SEC. 8040. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, none of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or any
other Act may be used to consolidate or relo-
cate any element of a United States Air
Force Rapid Engineer Deployable Heavy
Operational Repair Squadron Engineer (RED
HORSE) outside of the United States until
the Secretary of the Air Force—

(1) completes an analysis and comparison
of the cost and infrastructure investment re-
quired to consolidate or relocate a RED
HORSE squadron outside of the United
States versus within the United States;

(2) provides to the congressional defense
committees a report detailing the findings of
the cost analysis; and

(3) certifies in writing to the congressional
defense committees that the preferred site
for the consolidation or relocation yields the
greatest savings for the Air Force:

Provided, That the term ‘“‘United States’ in
this section does not include any territory or
possession of the United States.

SEC. 8041. (a) Except as provided in sub-
sections (b) and (c), none of the funds made
available by this Act may be used—

(1) to establish a field operating agency; or

(2) to pay the basic pay of a member of the
Armed Forces or civilian employee of the de-
partment who is transferred or reassigned
from a headquarters activity if the member
or employee’s place of duty remains at the
location of that headquarters.

(b) The Secretary of Defense or Secretary
of a military department may waive the lim-
itations in subsection (a), on a case-by-case
basis, if the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate that the granting of the waiver will re-
duce the personnel requirements or the fi-
nancial requirements of the department.

(c) This section does not apply to—

(1) field operating agencies funded within
the National Intelligence Program;

(2) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to eliminate, mitigate, or counter the
effects of improvised explosive devices, and,
as determined by the Secretary of the Army,
other similar threats;

(3) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to improve the effectiveness and effi-
ciencies of biometric activities and to inte-
grate common biometric technologies
throughout the Department of Defense; or

(4) an Air Force field operating agency es-
tablished to administer the Air Force Mor-
tuary Affairs Program and Mortuary Oper-
ations for the Department of Defense and au-
thorized Federal entities.

SEC. 8042. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act shall be available to con-
vert to contractor performance an activity
or function of the Department of Defense
that, on or after the date of the enactment of
this Act, is performed by Department of De-
fense civilian employees unless—

(1) the conversion is based on the result of
a public-private competition that includes a
most efficient and cost effective organiza-
tion plan developed by such activity or func-
tion;

(2) the Competitive Sourcing Official deter-
mines that, over all performance periods
stated in the solicitation of offers for per-
formance of the activity or function, the
cost of performance of the activity or func-
tion by a contractor would be less costly to
the Department of Defense by an amount
that equals or exceeds the lesser of—
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(A) 10 percent of the most efficient organi-
zation’s personnel-related costs for perform-
ance of that activity or function by Federal
employees; or

(B) $10,000,000; and

(3) the contractor does not receive an ad-
vantage for a proposal that would reduce
costs for the Department of Defense by—

(A) not making an employer-sponsored
health insurance plan available to the work-
ers who are to be employed in the perform-
ance of that activity or function under the
contract; or

(B) offering to such workers an employer-
sponsored health benefits plan that requires
the employer to contribute less towards the
premium or subscription share than the
amount that is paid by the Department of
Defense for health benefits for civilian em-
ployees under chapter 89 of title 5, United
States Code.

(b)(1) The Department of Defense, without
regard to subsection (a) of this section or
subsection (a), (b), or (c) of section 2461 of
title 10, United States Code, and notwith-
standing any administrative regulation, re-
quirement, or policy to the contrary shall
have full authority to enter into a contract
for the performance of any commercial or in-
dustrial type function of the Department of
Defense that—

(A) is included on the procurement list es-
tablished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act (section 8503 of title 41,
United States Code);

(B) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified nonprofit agency for the
blind or by a qualified nonprofit agency for
other severely handicapped individuals in ac-
cordance with that Act; or

(C) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified firm under at least 51 per-
cent ownership by an Indian tribe, as defined
in section 4(e) of the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C.
450b(e)), or a Native Hawaiian Organization,
as defined in section 8(a)(15) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)(15)).

(2) This section shall not apply to depot
contracts or contracts for depot mainte-
nance as provided in sections 2469 and 2474 of
title 10, United States Code.

(c) The conversion of any activity or func-
tion of the Department of Defense under the
authority provided by this section shall be
credited toward any competitive or out-
sourcing goal, target, or measurement that
may be established by statute, regulation, or
policy and is deemed to be awarded under the
authority of, and in compliance with, sub-
section (h) of section 2304 of title 10, United
States Code, for the competition or out-
sourcing of commercial activities.

(RESCISSIONS)

SEC. 8043. Of the funds appropriated in De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Acts,
the following funds are hereby rescinded
from the following accounts and programs in
the specified amounts: Provided, That no
amounts may be rescinded from amounts
that were designated by the Congress for
Overseas Contingency Operations/Global War
on Terrorism or as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to the Concurrent Resolution
on the Budget or the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended:

““‘Aircraft Procurement, Army’’, 2015/2017,

$15,000,000;
““Other Procurement, Army’’, 2015/2017,
$23,045,000;
““Aircraft Procurement, Navy’, 2015/2017,
$88,000,000;

“Weapons Procurement, Navy’’, 2015/2017,
$11,933,000;

“Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and
Marine Corps’’, 2015/2017, $43,600,000;
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““Aircraft Procurement, Air Force’, 2015/
2017, $57,000,000;
“Other Procurement, Air Force”’, 2015/2017,

$25,500,000;

‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Army’’, 2016/2018,
$34,594,000;

‘“Procurement of Ammunition, Army”’,
2016/2018, $5,000,000;

““Other Procurement, Army’’, 2016/2018,
$84,100,000;

‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Navy’’, 2016/2018,
$6,755,000;

‘“Weapons Procurement, Navy’, 2016/2018,
$5,307,000;

“Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and
Marine Corps’, 2016/2018, $6,968,000;

‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’, 2016/
2020: DDG-51 Destroyer, $50,000,000;

‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’, 2016/
2020: LPD-17, $14,906,000;

““Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’, 2016/
2020: LX (R), (AP), $236,000,000;

‘““Other Procurement, Navy”’,
$56,374,000;

““Aircraft Procurement, Air Force’, 2016/
2018, $383,200,000;

‘““Missile Procurement, Air Force”’,
2018, $34,700,000;

‘‘Space Procurement, Air Force’’, 2016/2018,
$100,000,000;

‘“‘Other Procurement, Air Force’’, 2016/2018,
$56,369,000;

“Procurement,
$2,600,000;

‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Army”’, 2016/2017, $33,402,000;

‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Navy’’, 2016/2017, $31,219,000;

‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Air Force’’, 2016/2017, $532,550,000; and

‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-Wide’’, 2016/2017, $64,500,000.

SEC. 8044. None of the funds available in
this Act may be used to reduce the author-
ized positions for military technicians (dual
status) of the Army National Guard, Air Na-
tional Guard, Army Reserve and Air Force
Reserve for the purpose of applying any ad-
ministratively imposed civilian personnel
ceiling, freeze, or reduction on military tech-
nicians (dual status), unless such reductions
are a direct result of a reduction in military
force structure.

SEC. 8045. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this Act may
be obligated or expended for assistance to
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
unless specifically appropriated for that pur-
pose.

SEC. 8046. Funds appropriated in this Act
for operation and maintenance of the Mili-
tary Departments, Combatant Commands
and Defense Agencies shall be available for
reimbursement of pay, allowances and other
expenses which would otherwise be incurred
against appropriations for the National
Guard and Reserve when members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve provide intel-
ligence or counterintelligence support to
Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies and
Joint Intelligence Activities, including the
activities and programs included within the
National Intelligence Program and the Mili-
tary Intelligence Program: Provided, That
nothing in this section authorizes deviation
from established Reserve and National Guard
personnel and training procedures.

SEC. 8047. (a) None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense for any fiscal
year for drug interdiction or counter-drug
activities may be transferred to any other
department or agency of the United States
except as specifically provided in an appro-
priations law.

(b) None of the funds available to the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency for any fiscal year
for drug interdiction or counter-drug activi-
ties may be transferred to any other depart-

2016/2018,
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Defense-Wide’’, 2016/2018,
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ment or agency of the United States except
as specifically provided in an appropriations
law.

SEC. 8048. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used for the procurement
of ball and roller bearings other than those
produced by a domestic source and of domes-
tic origin: Provided, That the Secretary of
the military department responsible for such
procurement may waive this restriction on a
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate,
that adequate domestic supplies are not
available to meet Department of Defense re-
quirements on a timely basis and that such
an acquisition must be made in order to ac-
quire capability for national security pur-
poses: Provided further, That this restriction
shall not apply to the purchase of ‘‘commer-
cial items”’, as defined by section 103 of title
41, United States Code, except that the re-
striction shall apply to ball or roller bear-
ings purchased as end items.

SEC. 8049. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to retire, divest, re-
align, or transfer RQ-4B Global Hawk air-
craft, or to disestablish or convert units as-
sociated with such aircraft.

SEC. 8050. None of the funds made available
by this Act for Evolved Expendable Launch
Vehicle service competitive procurements
may be used unless the competitive procure-
ments are open for award to all certified pro-
viders of Evolved Expendable Launch Vehi-
cle-class systems: Provided, That the award
shall be made to the provider that offers the
best value to the government.

SEC. 8051. In addition to the amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available else-
where in this Act, $44,000,000 is hereby appro-
priated to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided, That upon the determination of the
Secretary of Defense that it shall serve the
national interest, the Secretary shall make
grants in the amounts specified as follows:
$20,000,000 to the United Service Organiza-
tions and $24,000,000 to the Red Cross.

SEC. 8052. None of the funds in this Act
may be used to purchase any supercomputer
which is not manufactured in the United
States, unless the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that such an acquisition must be made
in order to acquire capability for national se-
curity purposes that is not available from
United States manufacturers.

SEC. 8053. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision in this Act, the Small Business Inno-
vation Research program and the Small
Business Technology Transfer program set-
asides shall be taken proportionally from all
programs, projects, or activities to the ex-
tent they contribute to the extramural budg-

et.

SEC. 8054. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense under this Act
shall be obligated or expended to pay a con-
tractor under a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense for costs of any amount paid
by the contractor to an employee when—

(1) such costs are for a bonus or otherwise
in excess of the normal salary paid by the
contractor to the employee; and

(2) such bonus is part of restructuring costs
associated with a business combination.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8055. During the current fiscal year,
no more than $30,000,000 of appropriations
made in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ may
be transferred to appropriations available for
the pay of military personnel, to be merged
with, and to be available for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred, to be used in support of such per-
sonnel in connection with support and serv-
ices for eligible organizations and activities
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outside the Department of Defense pursuant
to section 2012 of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 8056. During the current fiscal year, in
the case of an appropriation account of the
Department of Defense for which the period
of availability for obligation has expired or
which has closed under the provisions of sec-
tion 1552 of title 31, United States Code, and
which has a negative unliquidated or unex-
pended balance, an obligation or an adjust-
ment of an obligation may be charged to any
current appropriation account for the same
purpose as the expired or closed account if—

(1) the obligation would have been properly
chargeable (except as to amount) to the ex-
pired or closed account before the end of the
period of availability or closing of that ac-
count;

(2) the obligation is not otherwise properly
chargeable to any current appropriation ac-
count of the Department of Defense; and

(3) in the case of an expired account, the
obligation is not chargeable to a current ap-
propriation of the Department of Defense
under the provisions of section 1405(b)(8) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1991, Public Law 101-510, as
amended (31 U.S.C. 1551 note): Provided, That
in the case of an expired account, if subse-
quent review or investigation discloses that
there was not in fact a negative unliquidated
or unexpended balance in the account, any
charge to a current account under the au-
thority of this section shall be reversed and
recorded against the expired account: Pro-
vided further, That the total amount charged
to a current appropriation under this section
may not exceed an amount equal to 1 percent
of the total appropriation for that account.

SEC. 8057. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau may permit the use of equip-
ment of the National Guard Distance Learn-
ing Project by any person or entity on a
space-available, reimbursable basis. The
Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall es-
tablish the amount of reimbursement for
such use on a case-by-case basis.

(b) Amounts collected under subsection (a)
shall be credited to funds available for the
National Guard Distance Learning Project
and be available to defray the costs associ-
ated with the use of equipment of the project
under that subsection. Such funds shall be
available for such purposes without fiscal
year limitation.

SEC. 8058. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be obligated
to modify command and control relation-
ships to give Fleet Forces Command oper-
ational and administrative control of United
States Navy forces assigned to the Pacific
fleet: Provided, That the command and con-
trol relationships which existed on October
1, 2004, shall remain in force until a written
modification has been proposed to the House
and Senate Appropriations Committees: Pro-
vided further, That the proposed modification
may be implemented 30 days after the notifi-
cation unless an objection is received from
either the House or Senate Appropriations
Committees: Provided further, That any pro-
posed modification shall not preclude the
ability of the commander of United States
Pacific Command to meet operational re-
quirements.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8059. Of the funds appropriated in this
Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and Main-
tenance, Defense-wide’’, $25,000,000 shall be
for continued implementation and expansion
of the Sexual Assault Special Victims’ Coun-
sel Program: Provided, That the funds are
made available for transfer to the Depart-
ment of the Army, the Department of the
Navy, and the Department of the Air Force:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Provided further, That funds transferred shall
be merged with and available for the same
purposes and for the same time period as the
appropriations to which the funds are trans-
ferred: Provided further, That this transfer
authority is in addition to any other transfer
authority provided in this Act.

SEC. 8060. None of the funds appropriated in
title IV of this Act may be used to procure
end-items for delivery to military forces for
operational training, operational use or in-
ventory requirements: Provided, That this re-
striction does not apply to end-items used in
development, prototyping, and test activi-
ties preceding and leading to acceptance for
operational use: Provided further, That this
restriction does not apply to programs fund-
ed within the National Intelligence Program:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense may waive this restriction on a case-
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate that it is
in the national security interest to do so.

SEC. 8061. (a) The Secretary of Defense
may, on a case-by-case basis, waive with re-
spect to a foreign country each limitation on
the procurement of defense items from for-
eign sources provided in law if the Secretary
determines that the application of the limi-
tation with respect to that country would in-
validate cooperative programs entered into
between the Department of Defense and the
foreign country, or would invalidate recip-
rocal trade agreements for the procurement
of defense items entered into under section
25631 of title 10, United States Code, and the
country does not discriminate against the
same or similar defense items produced in
the United States for that country.

(b) Subsection (a) applies with respect to—

(1) contracts and subcontracts entered into
on or after the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(2) options for the procurement of items
that are exercised after such date under con-
tracts that are entered into before such date
if the option prices are adjusted for any rea-
son other than the application of a waiver
granted under subsection (a).

(c) Subsection (a) does not apply to a limi-
tation regarding construction of public ves-
sels, ball and roller bearings, food, and cloth-
ing or textile materials as defined by section
XI (chapters 50-65) of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States and products
classified under headings 4010, 4202, 4203, 6401
through 6406, 6505, 7019, 7218 through 7229,
7304.41 through 7304.49, 7306.40, 7502 through
7508, 8105, 8108, 8109, 8211, 8215, and 9404.

SEC. 8062. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or other
Department of Defense Appropriations Acts
may be obligated or expended for the purpose
of performing repairs or maintenance to
military family housing units of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including areas in such
military family housing units that may be
used for the purpose of conducting official
Department of Defense business.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8063. Of the amounts appropriated for
‘““‘Operation and Maintenance, Navy’’, up to
$1,000,000 shall be available for transfer to
the John C. Stennis Center for Public Serv-
ice Development Trust Fund established
under section 116 of the John C. Stennis Cen-
ter for Public Service Training and Develop-
ment Act (2 U.S.C. 1105).

SEC. 8064. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds appropriated in this Act
under the heading ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’ for any
new start advanced concept technology dem-
onstration project or joint capability dem-
onstration project may only be obligated 45
days after a report, including a description
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of the project, the planned acquisition and
transition strategy and its estimated annual
and total cost, has been provided in writing
to the congressional defense committees:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis
by certifying to the congressional defense
committees that it is in the national inter-
est to do so.

SEC. 8065. The Secretary of Defense shall
continue to provide a classified quarterly re-
port to the House and Senate Appropriations
Committees, Subcommittees on Defense on
certain matters as directed in the classified
annex accompanying this Act.

SEC. 8066. Notwithstanding section 12310(b)
of title 10, United States Code, a Reserve
who is a member of the National Guard serv-
ing on full-time National Guard duty under
section 502(f) of title 32, United States Code,
may perform duties in support of the ground-
based elements of the National Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense System.

SEC. 8067. None of the funds provided in
this Act may be used to transfer to any non-
governmental entity ammunition held by
the Department of Defense that has a center-
fire cartridge and a United States military
nomenclature designation of ‘‘armor pene-
trator’”, ‘‘armor piercing (AP)”’, ‘‘armor
piercing incendiary (API)”’, or ‘‘armor-pierc-
ing incendiary tracer (API-T)”’, except to an
entity performing demilitarization services
for the Department of Defense under a con-
tract that requires the entity to dem-
onstrate to the satisfaction of the Depart-
ment of Defense that armor piercing projec-
tiles are either: (1) rendered incapable of
reuse by the demilitarization process; or (2)
used to manufacture ammunition pursuant
to a contract with the Department of De-
fense or the manufacture of ammunition for
export pursuant to a License for Permanent
Export of Unclassified Military Articles
issued by the Department of State.

SEC. 8068. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or his designee, may waive
payment of all or part of the consideration
that otherwise would be required under sec-
tion 2667 of title 10, United States Code, in
the case of a lease of personal property for a
period not in excess of 1 year to any organi-
zation specified in section 508(d) of title 32,
United States Code, or any other youth, so-
cial, or fraternal nonprofit organization as
may be approved by the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or his designee, on a case-by-
case basis.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8069. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, $75,950,170 shall remain
available until expended: Provided, That,
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
the Secretary of Defense is authorized to
transfer such funds to other activities of the
Federal Government: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense is authorized to
enter into and carry out contracts for the ac-
quisition of real property, construction, per-
sonal services, and operations related to
projects carrying out the purposes of this
section: Provided further, That contracts en-
tered into under the authority of this section
may provide for such indemnification as the
Secretary determines to be necessary: Pro-
vided further, That projects authorized by
this section shall comply with applicable
Federal, State, and local law to the max-
imum extent consistent with the national se-
curity, as determined by the Secretary of
Defense.

SEc. 8070. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this or any other Act may be used
to take any action to modify—
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(1) the appropriations account structure
for the National Intelligence Program budg-
et, including through the creation of a new
appropriation or new appropriation account;

(2) how the National Intelligence Program
budget request is presented in the unclassi-
fied P-1, R-1, and O-1 documents supporting
the Department of Defense budget request;

(3) the process by which the National Intel-
ligence Program appropriations are appor-
tioned to the executing agencies; or

(4) the process by which the National Intel-
ligence Program appropriations are allotted,
obligated and disbursed.

(b) Nothing in section (a) shall be con-
strued to prohibit the merger of programs or
changes to the National Intelligence Pro-
gram budget at or below the Expenditure
Center level, provided such change is other-
wise in accordance with paragraphs (a)(1)—(3).

(c) The Director of National Intelligence
and the Secretary of Defense may jointly,
only for the purposes of achieving auditable
financial statements and improving fiscal re-
porting, study and develop detailed proposals
for alternative financial management proc-
esses. Such study shall include a comprehen-
sive counterintelligence risk assessment to
ensure that none of the alternative processes
will adversely affect counterintelligence.

(d) Upon development of the detailed pro-
posals defined under subsection (c), the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the Sec-
retary of Defense shall—

(1) provide the proposed alternatives to all
affected agencies;

(2) receive certification from all affected
agencies attesting that the proposed alter-
natives will help achieve auditability, im-
prove fiscal reporting, and will not adversely
affect counterintelligence; and

(3) not later than 30 days after receiving all
necessary certifications under paragraph (2),
present the proposed alternatives and certifi-
cations to the congressional defense and in-
telligence committees.

SEC. 8071. In addition to amounts provided
elsewhere in this Act, $5,000,000 is hereby ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense, to
remain available for obligation until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, that upon the deter-
mination of the Secretary of Defense that it
shall serve the national interest, these funds
shall be available only for a grant to the
Fisher House Foundation, Inc., only for the
construction and furnishing of additional
Fisher Houses to meet the needs of military
family members when confronted with the
illness or hospitalization of an eligible mili-
tary beneficiary.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8072. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the headings ‘‘Procurement,
Defense-Wide” and ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’,
$600,735,000 shall be for the Israeli Coopera-
tive Programs: Provided, That of this
amount, $62,000,000 shall be for the Secretary
of Defense to provide to the Government of
Israel for the procurement of the Iron Dome
defense system to counter short-range rock-
et threats, subject to the U.S.-Israel Iron
Dome Procurement Agreement, as amended;
$266,5611,000 shall be for the Short Range Bal-
listic Missile Defense (SRBMD) program, in-
cluding cruise missile defense research and
development under the SRBMD program, of
which $150,000,000 shall be for co-production
activities of SRBMD missiles in the United
States and in Israel to meet Israel’s defense
requirements consistent with each nation’s
laws, regulations, and procedures, of which
not more than $90,000,000, subject to pre-
viously established transfer procedures, may
be obligated or expended until establishment
of a U.S.-Israeli co-production agreement for
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SRBMD; $204,893,000 shall be for an upper-
tier component to the Israeli Missile Defense
Architecture, of which $120,000,000 shall be
for co-production activities of Arrow 3 Upper
Tier missiles in the United States and in
Israel to meet Israel’s defense requirements
consistent with each nation’s laws, regula-
tions, and procedures, of which not more
than $70,000,000 subject to previously estab-
lished transfer procedures, may be obligated
or expended until establishment of a U.S.-
Israeli co-production agreement for Arrow 3
Upper Tier; and $67,331,000 shall be for the
Arrow System Improvement Program includ-
ing development of a long range, ground and
airborne, detection suite: Provided further,
That the transfer authority provided under
this provision is in addition to any other
transfer authority contained in this Act.
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8073. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding
and Conversion, Navy”’, $160,274,000 shall be
available until September 30, 2017, to fund
prior year shipbuilding cost increases: Pro-
vided, That upon enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Navy shall transfer funds to
the following appropriations in the amounts
specified: Provided further, That the amounts
transferred shall be merged with and be
available for the same purposes as the appro-
priations to which transferred to:

(1) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2012/2017: LPD-17 Am-
phibious Transport Dock Program $45,060,000;

(2) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2011/2017: DDG-51 De-
stroyer $15,959,000;

(3) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2012/2017: Littoral Com-
bat Ship $3,600,000;

(4) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2013/2017: Littoral Com-
bat Ship $82,400,000;

(5) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2012/2017: Expeditionary
Fast Transport $6,710,000; and

(6) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2013/2017: Expeditionary
Fast Transport $6,545,000.

SEC. 8074. Funds appropriated by this Act,
or made available by the transfer of funds in
this Act, for intelligence activities are
deemed to be specifically authorized by the
Congress for purposes of section 504 of the
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3094)
during fiscal year 2017 until the enactment of
the Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2017.

SEC. 8075. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for obligation or
expenditure through a reprogramming of
funds that creates or initiates a new pro-
gram, project, or activity unless such pro-
gram, project, or activity must be under-
taken immediately in the interest of na-
tional security and only after written prior
notification to the congressional defense
committees.

SEC. 8076. The budget of the President for
fiscal year 2018 submitted to the Congress
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, shall include separate budget
justification documents for costs of United
States Armed Forces’ participation in con-
tingency operations for the Military Per-
sonnel accounts, the Operation and Mainte-
nance accounts, the Procurement accounts,
and the Research, Development, Test and
Evaluation accounts: Provided, That these
documents shall include a description of the
funding requested for each contingency oper-
ation, for each military service, to include
all Active and Reserve components, and for
each appropriations account: Provided fur-
ther, That these documents shall include es-
timated costs for each element of expense or
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object class, a reconciliation of increases and
decreases for each contingency operation,
and programmatic data including, but not
limited to, troop strength for each Active
and Reserve component, and estimates of the
major weapons systems deployed in support
of each contingency: Provided further, That
these documents shall include budget exhib-
its OP-5 and OP-32 (as defined in the Depart-
ment of Defense Financial Management Reg-
ulation) for all contingency operations for
the budget year and the two preceding fiscal
years.

SEC. 8077. None of the funds in this Act
may be used for research, development, test,
evaluation, procurement or deployment of
nuclear armed interceptors of a missile de-
fense system.

SEC. 8078. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, to reflect savings due to
favorable foreign exchange rates, the total
amount appropriated in this Act is hereby
reduced by $157,000,000.

SEC. 8079. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
reduce or disestablish the operation of the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron of
the Air Force Reserve, if such action would
reduce the WC-130 Weather Reconnaissance
mission below the levels funded in this Act:
Provided, That the Air Force shall allow the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron to
perform other missions in support of na-
tional defense requirements during the non-
hurricane season.

SEC. 8080. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for integration of
foreign intelligence information unless the
information has been lawfully collected and
processed during the conduct of authorized
foreign intelligence activities: Provided, That
information pertaining to United States per-
sons shall only be handled in accordance
with protections provided in the Fourth
Amendment of the United States Constitu-

tion as implemented through Executive
Order No. 12333.
SEC. 808l. (a) None of the funds appro-

priated by this Act may be used to transfer
research and development, acquisition, or
other program authority relating to current
tactical unmanned aerial vehicles (TUAVSs)
from the Army.

(b) The Army shall retain responsibility
for and operational control of the MQ-1C
Gray Eagle Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV)
in order to support the Secretary of Defense
in matters relating to the employment of un-
manned aerial vehicles.

SEC. 8082. Up to $10,120,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Navy’” may be made available
for the Asia Pacific Regional Initiative Pro-
gram for the purpose of enabling the Pacific
Command to execute Theater Security Co-
operation activities such as humanitarian
assistance, and payment of incremental and
personnel costs of training and exercising
with foreign security forces: Provided, That
funds made available for this purpose may be
used, notwithstanding any other funding au-
thorities for humanitarian assistance, secu-
rity assistance or combined exercise ex-
penses: Provided further, That funds may not
be obligated to provide assistance to any for-
eign country that is otherwise prohibited
from receiving such type of assistance under
any other provision of law.

SEC. 8083. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence shall re-
main available for obligation beyond the
current fiscal year, except for funds appro-
priated for research and technology, which
shall remain available until September 30,
2018.

SEC. 8084. For purposes of section 1553(b) of
title 31, United States Code, any subdivision
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of appropriations made in this Act under the
heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy’’ shall be considered to be for the same
purpose as any subdivision under the heading
““Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ appro-
priations in any prior fiscal year, and the 1
percent limitation shall apply to the total
amount of the appropriation.

SEC. 8085. (a) Not later than 60 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence shall submit a
report to the congressional intelligence com-
mittees to establish the baseline for applica-
tion of reprogramming and transfer authori-
ties for fiscal year 2017: Provided, That the
report shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation by Expenditure Center and
project; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) None of the funds provided for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program in this Act shall
be available for reprogramming or transfer
until the report identified in subsection (a) is
submitted to the congressional intelligence
committees, unless the Director of National
Intelligence certifies in writing to the con-
gressional intelligence committees that such
reprogramming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement.

SEC. 8086. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to eliminate, re-
structure, or realign Army Contracting Com-
mand—New Jersey or make disproportionate
personnel reductions at any Army Con-
tracting Command—New Jersey sites with-
out 30-day prior notification to the congres-
sional defense committees.

(RESCISSION)

SEC. 8087. Of the unobligated balances
available to the Department of Defense, the
following funds are permanently rescinded
from the following accounts and programs in
the specified amounts to reflect excess cash
balances in Department of Defense Acquisi-
tion Workforce Development Fund: Provided,
That no amounts may be rescinded from
amounts that were designated by the Con-
gress for Overseas Contingency Operations/
Global War on Terrorism or as an emergency
requirement pursuant to the Concurrent
Resolution on the Budget or the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985, as amended:

From ‘‘Department of Defense Acquisition
Workforce Development Fund, Defense”,
$531,000,000.

SEC. 8088. None of the funds made available
by this Act for excess defense articles, assist-
ance under section 1206 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006
(Public Law 109-163; 119 Stat. 3456), or peace-
keeping operations for the countries des-
ignated annually to be in violation of the
standards of the Child Soldiers Prevention
Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-457; 22 U.S.C.
2370c-1) may be used to support any military
training or operation that includes child sol-
diers, as defined by the Child Soldiers Pre-
vention Act of 2008, unless such assistance is
otherwise permitted under section 404 of the
Child Soldiers Prevention Act of 2008.

SEC. 8089. Of the amounts appropriated for

“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, $67,500,000, to remain available until
expended, shall be available, notwith-

standing any other provision of law, to the
Secretary of Defense acting through the Of-
fice of Economic Adjustment of the Depart-
ment of Defense to make grants, conclude
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cooperative agreements, and supplement
other Federal funds to address the need for
assistance to support critical existing and
enduring military installations and missions
on Guam, as well as any potential Depart-
ment of Defense growth, for purposes of ad-
dressing the need for civilian water and
wastewater improvements.

SEC. 8090. (a) None of the funds provided for
the National Intelligence Program in this or
any prior appropriations Act shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a
reprogramming or transfer of funds in ac-
cordance with section 102A(d) of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3024(d)) that—

(1) creates a new start effort;

(2) terminates a program with appropriated
funding of $10,000,000 or more;

(3) transfers funding into or out of the Na-
tional Intelligence Program; or

(4) transfers funding between appropria-
tions, unless the congressional intelligence
committees are notified 30 days in advance
of such reprogramming of funds; this notifi-
cation period may be reduced for urgent na-
tional security requirements.

(b) None of the funds provided for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program in this or any
prior appropriations Act shall be available
for obligation or expenditure through a re-
programming or transfer of funds in accord-
ance with section 102A(d) of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3024(d)) that re-
sults in a cumulative increase or decrease of
the levels specified in the classified annex
accompanying the Act unless the congres-
sional intelligence committees are notified
30 days in advance of such reprogramming of
funds; this notification period may be re-
duced for urgent national security require-
ments.

SEC. 8091. The Director of National Intel-
ligence shall submit to Congress each year,
at or about the time that the President’s
budget is submitted to Congress that year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, a future-ye